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Current Topics. 


The King’s Bench Division Inquiry. 


INQUIRY INTO matters which seem to call for redress is an 
excellent thing, but sometimes the call for redress is so clear that 
inquiry becomes simply an excuse for delay. This may not un- 
fairly be said to be the case with the proposed inquiry whether 
any increase is desirable in the number of the judges of the —— 
Bench Division. Considering that an inquiry which included the 
same subject has recently been made by the County Courts Com- 
mittee over which Lord GorELL presided, this new inquiry is 
obviously superfluous. Ten Privy Councillors, five selected from 
each House of Parliament, may give impressiveness toa new Kee 
but they cannot alter the facts on which the report of 
GoRELL’s committee were founded, and they are not likely to put 
more clearly the present congestion of work in the King’s Bench 
Division and the causes which have led to it. The immediate 
object of that report was to shew that the increase of work and 
the demand on the judges’ time in that division made it impractic- 
able to arrange properly for the carrying on of the provincial 
business of the High Court. But the new inquiry will cover v 
much the same ground. The congestion of the King’s Ben 
Division is evident in arrears in London as well as in the impossi- 
bility of conducting circuit business with due regard to the con- 
venience and interests of suitors, and the nature of the new report 
can be very confidently anticipated. The immediate effect of the 
appointment of the committee will be to postpone the necessary 
measures for dealing with the business of the division. 


The County Courts Bill. 


THe Lorp Chancellor has introduced a County Courts Bill in 
the House of Lords, which is intended, amongst other matters, 
to provide additional facilities for hearing cases over £100 in the 
county court. It will be remembered that the recent County 
Courts Committee reported in favour of this course, and, subject 
to a condition mentioned subsequently, it was recommended that, 
in cases where the county court has now jurisdiction only by 
consent, the plaintiff should be empowered to issue a plaint in the 
county court, but that the defendant should have an absolute 
right to have the case removed to the High Court. This pro- 
posal is incorporated in clause 1 (1) of the Bill :—‘ County 
courts shall, save as hereinafter provided, have jurisdiction to 
hear and determine any action which can be commenced in the 
High Court, notwithstanding that the debt, d 


or damage 
claimed is net limited to one hundred pounds or under.” The next 
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sub-clause gives the right of removal to the High Court in cases 
where at present consent is required to give the county court 
jurisdiction, and then there is a saving of actions of ejectment, 
of title to corporeal and incorporeal hereditaments and franchises, 
of libel and slander, of seduction and breach of promise, and 
of actions on a High Court judgment. The recommendation of 
the County Court Committee to the above effect was, by a 
majority of one, made conditional on the simultaneous adoption 
of such improvements in the assize system as would prevent any 
great transfer of High Court business to the county courts. This 
condition has no place in the present Bill, and whether it is to be 
operative will depend on separate measures which may be taken 
in regard to the King’s Bench Division. 


The Jurisdiction of County Court Registrars. 

THE County Courts Bill also proposes to give effect, withsome 
variation, to the recommendation of the County Courts Report 
in regard to liquidated demands and the registrars’ jurisdiction. 
For liquidated demands exceeding £5 the committee recom- 
mended that a new procedure by default summons should be 
introduced, and that unless a defence was shewn by affidavit, the 
registrar should have power to enter judgment. For liquidated 
demands under £5 it was recommended that the registrar should 
have jurisdiction to decide the case unless either party required 
it to be brought before the judge. But as to unliquidated 
demands, the committee did not recommend any change in the 
present law, which only enables such demands to be heard by the 
registrar on the application of the parties and by leave of the 
judge, and where the amount does not exceed £2. As regards 
liquidated claims, the Bill incorporates the proposals of the report. 
Where the claim does not exceed £5, it may be heard and deter- 
mined by the registrar, unless any party, within such time and in 
such manner as may be prescribed, gives notice requiring the 
case to be heard by the judge of the court (clause 4 (1) ), and 
clause 5 enables rules to be made for the recovery summarily 
on a default summons of liquidated demands. exceeding £5. 
This would be in lieu of the present default summons under 
section 86 of the County Courts Act, 1888, which can be 
defeated by mere notice of defence. But the Bill goes beyond 
the recommendations of the committee in regard to small un- 
liquidated demands. It raises the limit of the registrar’s juris- 
diction from £2 to £5, and makes this exerciseable “by leave 
of the judge and subject to the county court rules, on the 
application of any party, unless any other party objects,” and not 
merely, as now, “on the application of the parties.” 


Special County Court Sittings. 


Tue County Courts Bill, moreover, contains provisions for 
adapting the sittings of the county courts to the more impor- 
tant business arising under the Act of 1903, and which is likely 
to arise in still greater volume under the present measure. 
Special sittings “al wane clause 6, be held—(1) for cases over 
£50 ; (2) for such other county court matters as shall be pre- 
scribed by order of the Lord Chancellor; and (3) for any par- 
ticular action or matter which the judge may order to be so tried; 
and for the purpose of such special sittings actions may be trans- 
ferred from other courts. Clause 7 allows of a judge being 
exempted from the obligation to attend small courts, without 
prejudice to the holding of the court and the exercise of jurisdic- 
tion by the registrar. And there are further clauses facilitating 
the transfer of cases from one county court to another, and the 
remitter of cases from the High Court, The Bill also authorizes 
pensions to judges who have served twenty years; provides for 
the payment of deputy judges; and empowers the Lord 
Chancellor, where the state of business in the courts of 
any judge so requires, to appoint an assistant judge, but the 
number of assistant judges in the receipt of remuneration is not 
to exceed five at any one time. Clause 19 proposes an 
important change as to the appointment of registrars. Where 
there is a district registry of the High Court, the district 
registrar is to be the registrar of the county court, unless the 
Lord Chancellor, by reason of the amount;of business to be trans- 
acted, otherwise directs ; and the right of filling vacancies in the 
office of district registrar will be vested in the Lord Chancellor. 


Any person qualified to be a master of the Supreme Court will be \ estate duty at once feel the burden. But there is no 








eligible. There is a saving for existing district and county court 
registrars. The Bill, if it is passed, will very signally increase 
the position of the county courts and will probably add 
considerably to their business ; and it may be anticipated that 
for civil matters it will be difficult to distinguish becween the 
special sittings of the county court and the circuit sittings of the 
High Court. 


Lancashire Civil Business. 


A NEw Order in Council has been issued with regard to the 
holding of assizes, and the most important feature is the attempt 
to secure adequate sittings for the disposal of Manchester and 
Liverpool business. This is the outcome of the influential depu- 
tation from Lancashire which waited upon the Lord Chancellor 
on the 5th of May (ante, p. 525). The object of the deputation, 
as Sir W. H. HoLiAnp, who introduced it, stated, was to secure 
that judges, when they visited Lancashire, should stay there 
until their work was finished, and that sufficient time should be 
allowed for the whole of the cases to be tried adequately and for 
the list to be exhausted ; and the same view was enforced by 
other speakers. The Lord Chancellor has acceded to it by pro- 
viding that a judge of the King’s Bench Division shall be assigned 
to take civil business at Manchester and Liverpool for each sitting 
of the High Court ; Easter and Trinity sittings being counted as 
one sitting. In each of the three periods thus c6nstituted, the 
judge will sit first for three weeks at Manchester—namely, about 
the 1st of November, the 1st of February, and the 1st of May; 
and then at Liverpool. The list of Manchester and Liverpool 
civil business will be in charge of the assigned judge for each 
sittings. This comes very near to appointing a judge of the High 
Court for Manchester and Liverpool business exclusively, and it 
is possible that the same judge, sitting there continuously so 
far as necessary, would do the- work more satisfactorily than a sue- 
cession of judges. And, indeed, this may be effected by the same 
judge being assigned for successive sittings. The Chancery 
business is done by a settled judge, and there seems to be no 
reason why the same course should not be taken in common law 
business. The Order in Council also fixes new dates for the 
holding of assizes generally, and a certain discretionary power of 
altering the dates is conferred on the judges. 


The Constitutional Finance Authority. 


A CORRESPONDENT, whose letter we print elsewhere, indulges 
in very natural criticism of the action of the Inland Revenue 
authorities in levying estate duty at the increased rates specified 
in the Finance Bill while that measure is still a bone of conten- 
tion in the House of Commons, and is likely to remain so for 
several months to come, or, at its present rate of progress, for 
several years ; and he puts the sole authority of the budget reso- 
lutions of the House of Commons on a par with the sole authority 
of the Crown to levy taxes, which has long been got rid of. But, 
as a constitutional question, it would seem that the levy of a 
tax by authority of the House of Commons is a very different 
matter from the levy of a tax by any other authority. It is 
arecognized constitutional maxim that the House of Lords, though 
its assent is necessary, can neither initiate nor alter a taxing Bill 
(May’s Parl. Pract., p. 574). And-it has been the practice to levy 
certain duties, such as customs, on the faith of the budget reso- 
lutions, and probably this has been found essential in order to 
prevent dislocation of trade. The practice has no legal sanction. 
Iu depends entirely on usage, and this anticipation of the legal 
imposition of taxes requires to be justified by subsequent 
Parliamentary authority. But between such duties and the estate 
duties the distinction on practical grounds is great. The rate 
of estate duty cannot be made the subject of speculative 
trading, and whether the rate is operative at once, or is made 
operative and also retrospective at a later date, can make no 
difference in the result. ‘There will be the same estates to bear 
the duty either at the old or the new rate. Havin regard to 
the uniform result in recent times of the financial propo 
made by the Government, and the resolutions founded on them, 
it is not perhaps surprising that the Treasury anticipate the same 
result in the current year, and that they make the payer 
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necessity for this, and the Treasury appear on the present occasion 
to be making a very questionable use of their powers. 


Preservation of Order at Public Meetings. 


THE PuBLIC Meeting Act, 1908, imposes a penalty upon any 
person who at a lawful public meeting acts in a disorderly menneft 
for the purpose of preventing the transaction of the business 
for which the meeting was called together. This Act received the 
royal assent so recently as the 21stof December, 1908, and there has, 
therefore, been little opportunity of seeing whether it will effec- 
tually promote the object with which it was passed. In the 
meantime, and quite independently of the Act, attention has been 
called to the fact that there is difference of practice im some of the 
counties of England with regard to the interference of the police 
at public a and a departmental committee has been 
appointed by the Home Office to inquire.into these differences, 
with the view, if possible, of drawing up general rules to be 
enforced or recommended to the police throughout the country. 
It appears from evidence which has been given before the com- 
mittee that the procedure of the Metropolitan police with regard 
to keeping order at public meetings is a policy of non-interven- 
tion; that the police do not enter buildings in which public 
meetings are held, and it is considered that the recent Act places 
no additional duty upon them in this respect. In the case of 
public meetings at Manchester, police officers are sent to preserve 
order at such meetings when a request is made in writing by the 
promoters of the meeting. For example, when large meetings 
are held, the promoters apply for police assistance. stating the 
number of men required inside the building where the proposed 
meeting is to be held, and the number of men asked for is then sent 
to the meeting and stationed inside the building, payment being 
made for their services according to a scale adopted by the 
watch committee. In Liverpool the practice is wholly different. 
Police constables are not stationed inside public meetings even 
upon the request of the promoters of the meeting, or even where 
they offer to pay for the services of the police. This evidence is 
enough to shew a sharp division of opinion as to the efficiency of 
the police as guardians of order at public or political meetings. 
Many persons are disposed to believe that police officers are 
regarded with confidence by the public, and that if they interfere 
to preserve order they receive more attention than would be paid 
to civilians acting as stewards. Those who hold the contrary 
opinion consider that persons calling meetings for the discussion 
of public questions ought to be responsible for the maintenance of 
order, and that the presence of the police is calculated to increase 
the risk of disturbance. The report of the Commission will be 
read with much interest. 


The Court of Exchequer Chamber. 


In A number of paragraphs which have recently appeared in 
the newspapers complaining of the delays of the Court of Appeal, 
we are accustomed to read a statement that this court is by no 
means equal to the old Court of Exchequer Chamber, in which 
five, six or more common law judges sat to hear common law 
appeals which are now decided by a court of three judges, one 
of whom is almost invariably a Chancery lawyer. We are not 
disposed to contend that the Court of Appeal is in every respect 
a satisfactory tribunal, but we are firmly convinced that anything 
like a reconstitution of the Court of Exchequer Chamber is out 
of the question. It appears to be forgotten that the Court of 
Exchequer Chamber, a tribunal of error and appeal, had only a 
limited jurisdiction—as a court of error it had jurisdiction over 
writs of error upon any judgment given by the superior courts 
of common law, a transcript of the record only being annexed to 
the return of the writ. This jurisdiction was extended by the 
Common Law Procedure Act, 1854, which enacted, by section 
32, that error might be brought upon a judgment upon a special 
case in the same manner as upon a judgment upon a special 
verdict, and by section 34, that in all cases of rules to enter a 
verdict or non-suit upon a point reserved at the trial, if the 
rule to shew cause were refused, or granted and then discharged, 
or made absolute, the party decided against might appeal. An 
appeal was also granted in some cases upon decisions upon 


motions for new trials, but where the application for a new tria. 





was upon matter of discretion only, or on the ground that the 

verdict was against the weight of evidence, or otherwise, no» 
appeal was allowed. The list of causes in the Exchequer 

Chamber after the passing of the Common Iaw 

Procedure Acts was never a heavy one. The sittings 

of the court did not commence till after Term, so that 

there were not more than three or four sittings in each year ; 

the appeals from each superior court lasting only a few days. 

One counsel was heard on each side—a tion which contr’- 

buted materially to the despatch of business. The Judicature 

Acts, which abolished the Court of Exchequer Chamber, gave the 

present Court of Appeal its jurisdiction to hear appeals from any 

judgment or order of the High Court of Justice, including 
orders of the Divorce and Admiralty Division. This enlargement 
of its jurisdiction has heaped upon the Court of Appeal a mass 

of business with which the Exchequer Chamber would have been 
wholly unable to cope. In conclusion, we ought not to forget 

that there is much in the constitution of the Divisional Courts 

at the present day which tends to increase the number of appeals. 
The strength and efficiency of these courts cannot be compared 
with that of the superior courts in the days of the Common Law 
Procedure Acts. 


Law and Equity. 


IN THE recent case of Jarvis v. Islington Borough Council the 
maxim that a man who comes to a court of equity for relief must 
come with clean hands was cited by Mr. Justice WARRINGTON 
as a reason for refusing a motion for an injunction. Granting 
that all who seek the protection of our courts should do so “ with 
clean hands,” and granting that there is a distinction between a 
legal right and an equit ble right, nevertheless the refusal of the 
injunction, as it was refused in this particular case, does not seem 
quite satisfactory. The plaintiff was suing on bebalf of bimself 
and other debenture-holders of a dairy company. The company 
had taken over the plaintiff's business, and the plantiff had been 
appointed receiver of the company’s property charged by the 
debentures. Whilst the company’s business was being carried on 
by the plaintiff as receiver, the company was convicted of selling 
adulterated milk, and fined £100 and costs. For the commission 
of the offence the plaintiff was responsible. A distress warrant 
was issued at the instance of the defendant council to 
recover the penalty, and certain goods on the company’s 
premises were seized. These goods were claimed by. the 
debenture-bolders as their property, and the present action 
was brought to enforce the claim. Substantially the same 
question was raised by the writ in the action, and the 
motion for injunction—é e., whether the seizure of the goods was, 
as against the debenture-holders, a wrongful act. Whether the 
right of property in the goods, and the legality of their 
seizure, were decided on the motion for injunction or on the 
hearing of the action could not make any difference. But Mr. 
Justice W ARRINGTON declined to decide the question on the motion 
for injunction, because the making of an order for injunction 
belonged specially to the equitable jurisdiction of the court. The 
action was therefore left to go to a hearing in the ordinary way, 
though the question at issue might have been decided at once 
with a saving of time and expense. This delay and extra expense 
appear to be the only result of thus invoking a maxim of equity. 


Furnished House Alleged to be Infested with Rats. 


IN AN action for damages by a tenant against the landlord 
of a furnished bungalow, recently tried before Rip.Ey, J., the 
cause of action relied upon was that the plaintiff had been com- 
pelled to leave the premises owing to their wen bene by rats. 
The learned judge held that the claim had not been proved, but 
followed the cases of Smith v. Marrable (11 M. & W. 5) and 
Wilson v. Finch Hatton (2 Ex. D. 336) in holding that in 
the letting of a furnished house, as distinguished from the 
letting of an unfurnished house, there is an implied obligation 
that the house is in a fit state to be. inhabited. And if 
it had been proved that the house let to the plaintiff was at 
the time of the letting infested by rats, it could hardly be said 
that it was reasonably fit for occupation. The law of France 
appears to be in a less settled condition. A case has just been 
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heard before the Fifth Chamber of the Tribunal of the Seine in 
which a lessee of a floor brought his action against the landlord 
for rescission of the lease aud for damages on the ground that 
the rooms had become uninhabitable through an invasion of rats 
and mice. The only precedent brought to the notice of the 
court was a case in which the Third Chamber in 1862, having 
regard to the fact that it did not appear that this invasion was 
owing to the fault of the defendant, or that it ought to have been 
anticipated by him, gave judgment in his favour. But the 
Fifth Chamber disregarded this precedent, and gave judgment in 
favour of the lessee. Case law in France is not regarded with the 
same respect as in England. The judges are strictly confined to 
an interpretation of the law, and their interpretation has not the 
same weight as that of eminent commentators on the language of 
the codes. Assuming, therefore, that the floor in the last case 
was unfurnished, a tenant appears to receive greater consideration 
in France than he does in this country. 


An Ambiguous Order. 


THE ORDER made by the present Master of the Rolls in Re 
Money Kyrle’s Settlement (49 W.R. 44; 1900, 2 Ch. 839) is 
marked by a patent ambiguity to which attention was drawn by 
Mr. CozENs-HARDY in a case before WARRINGTON, J., on the first 
of this month. The original order, faithfully copied into the 
Law Reports (at p. 844) and Seton (vol. 2, at p. 1757), contained 
a clause running as follows: “(f) not to part with any policy of 
insurance effected as hereinbefore provided or any receipt for 
the payment of any premium in respect thereof, or any 
of the muniments of title hereinafter mentioned without the 
written consent of the said trustees or trustee upon all reasonable 
occasions.” The judge had announced that he proposed to follow 
the form of the orders in Re Wythes (41 W.-R. 375; 1893, 
2 Ch. 369) and Re. Bagot’s Settlement (42 -W. R. 170, 1894, 
1 Ch. 177); and a reference to fe Wythes will supply the 
missing words. By a familiar copyist’s error, the necessary 
words “and to produce such policies and receipts and muniments 
to the said trustees or trustee” were omitted before “upon all 
reasonable occasions.” The consequent incoherence presumably 
did no harm to the estate of Mr. Monky KyR Lz, and the fact that 
it escaped the attention of at least three experts and became a 
precedent is full of encouragement for junior counsel. 


The New Hebrides Convention with France. 


NEARLY two years ago (see SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL for November 
30th, 1907, vol. 7, p. 70) we had occasion to observe that the 
final promulgation of the convention had not yet taken place 
owing to the difficulties in the way of settling the land claims, the 
chief raison d’étre of the convention being called into existence. 
The British member of the Judicial Commission or Joint Court 
was appointed towards the end of last year, but the office of 
President of the Court or Commission seems not yet to have been 
filled up. An important cablegram appears this week in the daily 
Press (see Morning Post of July 5th) to the effect that nine-tenths 
of the land will be claimed by French settlers, and that there is 
a possibility of the British settlement being practically extin- 
— There seems thus some chance of the juridical tangle, 

rought about by applying the lex domicilii instead of the lex situs 
to land in the islands, being straightened out by the simple 
expedient of the disappearance of all claimants of other than 
French domicil or nationality. A question on the subject was 
asked in the House of Commons last Wednesday, but the Under- 
Secretary for the Colonies held out no hope of any assistance or 
interference on the part of the British Government. 


The House of Lords on the Commissioners of 
Inland Revenue. 

THERE COMES very apropos to the present proposal to relieve 
the Commissioners of Inland Revenue from the control of the 
courts, the judgment of the House of Lords in Commissioners 
of Inland Kevenue v. Oliver (reported elsewhere). In this case 
Lord MACNAGHTEN, after rejecting with some scorn the con- 
tention of the commissioners, said that their “claim, whether 
it was to be regarded as an ingenious experiment or an unhap 
blunder, failed altogether, and the appeal must be dismissed with 


costs.” How often would these “ingenious experiments” or 
“unhappy blunders” occur if the commissioners were put 
outside the control of the courts ? 


The New Solicitor Knight. 

Mr. WILLIAM CopBeETT’s knighthood will give general satis- 
faction in legal circles at Mehehastin, where he has long been 
a leading member of the profession, and conspicuous for public 
spirit. His promotion, rather happily, almost synchronized with 
the reform in the arrangements for the conduct of civil business 
in Lancashire, which he has strenuously supported, and which bis 
speech on the deputation to the Lord Chancellor on the subject 
in May last no doubt did much to bring about. 








The Executive and the Judiciary. 


OnLy good can come from the remarks made by the Lord 
Chief Justice on the 18th ult., at the Mansion House, at the 
banquet given to His Majesty’s Judges, concerning the growth of 
the judicial power of the Executive Departments, and there 
are already symptoms of the abandonment of the attempt 
made in the Finance Bill to exclude the jurisdiction of the 
courts. Large and very substantial judicial powers have 
been given to many of these departments in recent years. 
These powers the courts are disposed to construe and limit 
very strictly. In Rex v. Local Government Board (1882, 10 
Q. B. D. 321) Brert, L.J., gave the courts what have been 
termed “general sailing orders” in reference to this ques 
tion: and see Re Local Government Board (1885, 16 L. RB. 
Ir. 163). The Executive Departments also enjoy another 
privilege which is equally open to comment—namely, a very 
extensive right to refuse to allow disputes to which they may 
be parties to be submitted to the decision of the courts, and to 
claim immunity from the positive directory commands of the 
courts: tex v. Lords Commissioners of the Treasury (1872, L. R. 7 
Q. B. 393). Questions of law are withheld from the judges, and 
questions of pure fact, when in dispute, are withheld from judge 
and jury, and municipal authorities and other public bodies, 
corporate and incorporate, and private subjects of the King have 
no legal redress when they may have a grievance against one of 
the Executive Departments which may refuse to carry out some 
duty. Exception must be made where the claim against the 
Executive is for money or lands in the possession of the Crown 
belonging to the claimant, and also where the suitor’s claim arises 
upon a contract. In the two last-mentioned cases a Petition of 
Right will lie if the fiat of the Attorney-General can be obtained, 
but no proceedings can be had against the Executive for a tort, nor 
to compel the performance of any duty other than the handing 
over of property or money. The Land Transfer Act, 1897, has 
modified this old rule to some extent by admitting a claim to 
compensation (inter alia) for negligence by the Registry officials, 
and a few other statutory exceptions bave been created. 

The extensive immunity which the Executive enjoys is due to 
two facts : (1) That the courts have no effective coercive 
authority by which they can compel a public department to do 
its duty, and (2) That as “ the Crown ” is the dispenser of justice, 
no portion of “ the Crown” can be sued in its own courts unless 
it consents to the proceedings and waives its prerogative rights. 
The former is a practical objection and the latter theoretical, or, 
rather, to give it a more suitable name, an academic one. 

It is no uncommon thing for the Departments to waive this 
prerogative and allow themselves to be peor trary against in order 
that some question of law may be considered and determined (see 
Book I. of Robertson’s Civil Proceedings By and Against the 
Crown, passim, and particularly pp. 117-8), but they are under 
no obligation to do it, and it is only done in an intermittent and 
erratic manner. The frequency with which the prerogative has 
been waived, especially in reference to the newer Crown bodies, 
and in proceedings under the more modern statutes, is in itself a 
distinct admission that the present law is not quite sati-fac 


tory. 
M4 To grant the person of the King immunity from litigation was 


reasonable enough when the monarch was really the active 
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administrator of the affairs of this realm, for His Majesty then 
had enough to do without being harassed with litigation, and, 
moreover, as the old text-books sententiously and truly point 
out, it would have been nothing less than base ingratitude to 
requite such vast services to the State with such an ungenerous 
return. Since the days of the personal monarchy, however, four 

t changes have come over the country which make pertinent 
the inquiry whether even “the Crown” should not be com- 
pellable by the judiciery tu perform its declared and well- 
understood duties. First of all, the Monarch has been 
relegated to a more dignified and a less exacting sphere 
of labour, where he can be safeguarded, without its being in 
the least necessary to extend all his ancient immunities to his 
officers and servants. Second, the shoulders of the modern 
sovereign administrative authority—ie., “the Crown”—are 
infinitely broad and can bear all the just and reasonable responsi- 
bilities of office. Instead of a monarch, assisted by a personal 
entourage and a limited staff, the country has now a vast army 
of officials, with many well-understood and well-defined duties, 
acting only nominally under the personal will of the sovereign. 
There is an ample legal staff, and power to increase the number 
of the Crown’s assistants to any extent which may be necessary. 
Third, the care of the public interest or public welfare, which is 
the principal rea:on for extending the ancient immunities of the 
monarch to the modern Executive Departments, is greatly weakened 
as an argument by the fact that modern municipal bodies also 
have large public obligations of the same or a similar character. 
Even the private individual very often represents the case of 
many other private individuals who find themselves from time to 
time vis--vis with the Executive, with similar questions to perplex 
them or grievances to afflict them. Fourth, the Departments of 
Government have been so greatly multiplied during the 
last century that they now include amongst them many which 
are of comparatively secondary importance, and some which are 
hardly distinguishable, and some quite indistinguishable, from 
ordinary public statutory bodies: see Graham v. Commissioners 
of Works and Public Buildings (1901, 2 K. B. 781) ; (Kneller Hall) 
R. v. Temple (1853, 2 E. & B. 160); (British Museum) Jfartin v. 
Trustees of British Museum (1893, 10 T. L, R. 215, 338) ; (Trinity 
House) Gilbert v. Corporation of Trinity House (1886, 17 Q. B. D. 
795). Matters involving administrative policy and matters 
involving administrative discretion must always be regarded 
as matters for the Executive alone to deal with, and it 
is unthinkable that such matters should be interfered with by 
other Departments of State (see the observations of Bowen, L.J., 
in Rex v. Commissioners of The Treasury (1884, 12 Q. B. D., at 
478), but substantial and ond fide disputes upon questions of law 
or fact might fairly be left to those trained judicial minds, those 
faithful administrators of the law, who form an independent 
tribunal so eminently fitted to deal with them. On numerous 
occasions have his Majesty’s courts, who are perfectly inde- 
pendent and disinterested judges of the situation, expressed 
dissatisfaction with the autocratic and unfair action of some 
official belonging to the Executive: see Attorney-General to The 
Prince of Wales v. St. Aubyn (1811, Wight 167, per Woon, B., 
at pp. 184, 216, 233) ; Cocxpurn, C.J., in Rex v. Lords Commis- 
sioners of the Treasury (supra); Lord Advocate v. Hamilton 
(1852, 1 Maeq. 46, 55, per Lord BrouGHam) ; Smith v. Earl 
of Stair (1849, 2 H. L. C. 807, 809, per Lord BroveHam), 
and note the extraordinary conduct of the Executive officials 
in the case of Rex v. Lords Commissioners of the Treasury (1835, 
4 A. & E. 286), where the Treasury, in order to evade a judicial 
order poguining them to pay a superannuation allowance, actually 
cancelled the minute providing for the superannuation in order 
to get rid of the duty. 


This is all the more significant because the judges are servants 
of “the Crown,” with perhaps an inclination to support the 
powers that be rather than the casual suitor with a stray griev- 
ance against the Executive. Not only so, but there are always 
4 certain number of judges on the Bench who have been counsel 
for the Crown before proceeding to the judicial office. At the 

resent time three out of six of the Chancery judges have been 

Treasury juniors, and at least one of the Common Law judges. 


expressly warns judges that should feel a disposition to support 
the Crown. He, however, further takes care to observe that 
“it is a happy thing where Kings and States do often consult 
with judges ; and again when judges do often consult with King 
and State.” If this practice were indulged ina little oftener there 


‘would perhaps be less justification for Lord ALVERSTONE’S remarks 


than there is at present. 

The Lord Chief Justice actually found it incumbent upon him 
to declare that the Judiciary might have to intervene and pro- 
tect the people of this realm from injustice which might come to 
them through a disposition on the part of the Executive to con- 
stitute themselves their own interpreters of Acts of Parliament. 

There is one case in which the Judiciary can order the per- 
formance of an Executive duty, and that is when a Statute has 
imposed an imperative duty upon an Executive officer, and there 
exists a duty towards the individual without any countervailing 
duty towards the Crown ; per Lord HALSBURY in Commissioners for 
Special Purposes of the Income Tax v. Pemsell (1891, A. C. 539) ; 
but how ineffective this remedy is can be seen from a perusal of 

?. v. Lords Commissioners of the Treasury (supra), and R. v. 
Lords Commissioners of the Treaswry (supra). 

Where the officer has a duty towards the Crown also, 
it will take precedence over the duty to the subject, and 
extinguish his remedy against the officer, and then a suitor finds 
himself thrown back once more into a hopeless position, for, as we 
have observed, no mandamus or order can be made on “the 
Crown” to perform a statutory duty, and even if it could, there 
is no legal machinery to enforce the order when made. It surely 
cannot be regarded as /dse-majesté to ask, now that the person of 
the Monarch is safely removed from the arena of strife, that the 
obligations of the public departments should be a little more 
clearly defined ; that where there is an obligation, it should be 
enforceable in the Courts of Justice, and that disputed questions 
of law and of fact should be decided by the King’s judges, 
assisted in the latter case, where necessary, by a jury of twelve 
good men and true. Legislation could very easily provide for 
this, but great care would be needed in the drafting, for the pre- 
rogative immunities are numerous and obscure, and sometimes 
crop up when least expected. 








Date of Execution of Testamentary 
Powers. 


WHEN a power is exercisable by will within a limited time, and 
the donee of the power makes a wili by which he purports to 
exercise it within the time, but does not die till after the period 
has elapsed, it becomes important to ascertain whether the power 
is to be taken to have been exercised at the date of the will or 
at the date of thedeath. Some of the authorities favour the vieW 
that the latter date is to be the decisive one: Cooper v. Martin (L.R, 
3Ch. 47), l’otts v. Britton (L.R. 11 Eq. 433). But;this is not always 
the case, and it is necessary to consider whether the creator of the 
power, in limiting a time for its exercise, intended the exercise to 
become operative within the time, or merely required that the 
instrument of appointment should be made within the time, 
although it mae not operate till afterwards. The cases of 
Burnham v. Bennett (1 G. & Sm. 513) and Cave v. Cave 
(8 D. M. & G. 131) illustrate the latter alternative, and they 
have been followed, and this distinction recognized, by Evs, J., 
in the recent case of Re Jilingworth (ante, p. 616). 

In Cooper v. Martin (supra) a testator devised bis real estate upon 
trust for sale as soon as each of his children should have attained 
25 years of age. He left three children only, all sons, and the 
two younger were to have a right of pre-emption. The proceeds 
of sale were to be held for his issue as his wife should “ before 
each and every of my said children shall have attained the age of 25 
years, or have died under that age, by any deed or instrument in 
writing, to be sealed and delivered by my said wife,” appoint. 
The testator died in 1840. In 1841 the widow by deed-poll 
appointed the proceeds of sale of the real estate to her three sons 

ually on their attaining 21 years, and she reserved a power 





Moreover, Lord VeruLAM, in his essay on “ Judicature,” 








of revocation, In 1841 she made a will whereby she appointed 
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part of the res] estate—the Paine’s Hill estate—to the eldest son 
absolutely. The youngest son attained the age of 25 in 1851, 
and the widow died in 1863, without having revoked her will, 
and without having revoked the deed-poll as regards the 
Paine’s Hill estate, unless such revocation was effected by the will. 
The Court of Appeal held, however, that it was of the essence of 
the power that its exercise should be operative before the 
youngest child attained 25, and hence it was not well exer- 
cised by a will which did not: become operative till afterwards. 
“Tn the events which happened,” said Lord Catrns, L.J., “ it can- 
not in my opinion be said that any appointment [i.e., by the will] 
was made within the prescribed period.” Rot, LJ., was 
equally clear: ‘The will would not operate as any such execu- 
tion till the widow’s death. It is nothing that the will bears 
date within the*time. It was intended to be ambulatory, and the 
law must assume that the donee of the power did not intend that 
it should operate as an execution of the power till her death. . . . 
In every way of looking at it, the distinction between a deed, 
which speaks from the moment of its execution, and the will, 
which speaks from the death, is marked and substantial, and 
the latter cannot, I think, be held to be an exercise of the power 
before the youngest child attained 25, within the terms of the 
testator’s will.” 

But the decision in Cooper v. Martin was also supported by 
the circumstance that the testator appeared to have intended that 
the appointment should be not merely made, but operative when 
the youngest child attained 25, inasmuch as the bulk of the 
testator’s estate was then divisible, and it was desirable that 
the children should know definitely what were their vested and 
transmissible rights in all his property. Stress was laid on this 
in the judgment of Lord Cartrns, and although at first sight 
the case looks like a decision that the appointment cannot 
be deemed to be made at all till the will is operative, yet it 
must be read by the light of the special circumstances. The 
intention of the testator was that the appointment should be 
made, and should also be operative, by the time the youngest 
child attained 25. 

Potts v. Britton (supra) was decided on the authority of Cooper 
v. Martin (swpra), and can be referred to the same principle— 
namely, that the exercise of the power must, under the circum- 
stances, become operative within the time limited for its exercise. 
Under a settlement a fund was held upon trust for such persons 
as G. and B. should appoint, and subject thereto for G. and B. 
successively for life, with a limited power of appointment 
‘by B. by deed or will. In certain events B.’s life estate 
was to be forfeited, and the funds were to go, and the powers of 
the settlement be exercised, as if he were dead, but without 
prejudice to the joint power. B. survived G. and made a will 
in 1864 by which he purported to exercise bis sole power of 
appointment. In 1865 he committed an act under which his life 
interest was determined, and. he died in 1869. It was contended 
that the appointment by his will was made during the existence 
of his life interest and was good, but Romi.iy, M.R., held to the 
contrary. “I am of opinion,” he said, “that the case is governed 
by Cooper v. Martin ; that- the will does not operate as an execu- 
tion of the power until it comes into operation, [and] that it does 
not come into operation until the death of the testator.” The 
judgment, perhaps, favours the view that the power is in no case 
exercised by will until the will becomes operative by death ; 
but it may be noticed that the forfeiture of the life estate made 
it as desirable as in Cooper v. Martin that the persons to take 
should be immediately ascertained, and this purpose could not 
under the circumstances be answered by an exercise of the power 
by will. 

But although the above cases, if not read by the light of their 
special circumstances, might seem to lay down a rule that a 
power exercisable by will is not to be taken to be exercised till the 
date of the death of the appointor, there is a clear decision in Cave 
v. Cave (8 De M. & G. 131) against any such rule. There a 
husband and wife had a joint power of appointment amon 
children, and in default the power was to be exerci 
by the survivor ‘‘after the decease of the other” by deed or 
will. The husband, in the lifetime of his wife, made a will 
exercising the power, and-survived her. There was no other 





attempt to exercise the power. If it was exercised when the 
will became operative on his death, then the exercise wag 
good, but the Court of Appeal held that this was not the correct 
view. Observing that section 24 of the Wills Act had no applica. 
tion to the case, KNiGHT BRucE, L.J., beld that the appointment 
was clearly invalid, and TURNER, L.J., concurred ; that is, the power 
was exercised when the will was made during the joint lives, and 
not, as the terms of the power required, “‘ after the decease of the 
other.” Thesame result is implied in Burnham v. Bennett (1 De G, 
& Sm. 513), where a power was exerciseable by a woman during 
coverture only. She made a will during coverture exercising the 
power and died discovert. It seems to have been assumed that 
the power was well exercised, and the decision turned only on the 
validity of the will as such. 

In the present case of Re Iilingworth (supra) also there was 
the unusual requirement. that the power should be exercised 
during coverture. By a marriage settlement, made in 1878, funds 
were settled on SARAH ANN HOLDERNESS for life, and then in 
trust for such persons as she should during coverture by deed 
or will appoint ; in default of appointment for her next-of-kin. 
On the following day she was married to WILLIAM ILLINGWORTH. 
She made a will in 1884 by which she appointed the funds. 
Her husband died in 1886, and she died in 1908 discovert, 
Apart from the two cases last cited, it might well have been held, 
on the authority of Cooper v. Martin (supra), that the power was 
not exercised until the death of the appointor, but these cases shew 
that the date when the will exercising the power becomes 
operative by death is not to be treated for all purposes as the 
date when the power is’exercisede When the creator of a power 
requires that it shall be exercised during or after a specified 
period, he may be contemplating either the date when the donee 
by a duly made instrument declares his volition in regard to the 
exercise of the power, or the date when that instrument is to 
be operative. Which event he contemplates is a matter of 
construction, to be determined on the Janguage of the instrument 
creating the power and the surrounding circumstances admissible 
to explain that language. If the apparent intention is that the 
interests taken ae the power shall be ascertained witbin the 
limited time, then it cannot be exercised by the will of the donee 
if he survives the period: Cooper v. Martin. If the apparent 
intention is that the instrument containing the exercise of the 
power is to be executed within or after a specified time, without 
regard to its operation, then the instrument must be executed 
accordingly : Burnham v. Bennett, Cave v. Cave. Eve, J., held 
that Re Lilingworth was within the latter class, so that the 
appointment was validly made by the will of Mrs. ILLINGWORTH 
executed during coverture, notwithstanding that she died discovert. 
This had the merit of supporting the appointment, while there 
were no considerations such as those in Cooper v. Martin requiring 
that the instrument of appointment should be operative as well 
as made within the limited period. The decision makes clear a 
distinction as to the time for exercise of testamentary powers 
which has not, perhaps, been hitherto recognized. 
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The Winding-up of Companies, and Reconstruction. 


By His 
Honour Judge Empen. Eighth Edition. By Henry JonHnston, 
Barrister-at-Law. Butterworth & Co. 

Accidental Injuries to Workmen, with Reference to the Workmen’s 
Compensation Act, 1906. By H. Norman Barnett, F.R.CS., 
Surgeon. With Article on Injuries to the Organs of Special Sense, 
by Cecrt E. SHaw, M.A., M.Ch., M.D., and Legal Introduction, 
by Tuomas J. CAMPBELL, M.A., LL.B., Barristes-at-Law. Rebman 
(Limited). 

The Elements of Commercial Law. By A. H. Doveias, LL.B. 
(Lond.), Barrister-at-Law. Sir Isaac Pitman & Sons (Limited.) 


The Incidence of the Income Tax. By Jonn C. L. Zorn. 
6d. Effingham Wilson. 
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The series of articles on the Duties affecting Land under the 
Finance Bill, 1909, is unavoidably interrupted this week, but will be 
resumed next week. 
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Correspondence. 


A Constitutional Question. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal and Weekly Reporter.] 


Sir,—The estate duty at the increased rates proposed by the 
Finance Bill is now being Jevied in the case of persons dying after 
the 30th of April last, notwithstanding that the Bill has not yet 
passed and possibly will not pass. 

In justification of this action the Chancellor of the Exchequer has 
referred me to the note on page 589 of the 1906 edition of Sir Erskine 
May’s Parliamentary Practice. 

In this note it is stated to be the “usage” of the Treasury to levy 
duties as from the date of the resolution of the House of Commons, 
in reliance that the duties will be subsequently legalized by the 
passing of a Bill. 

Whatever convenience to the Government there may be in follow- 
ing this usage, it is, I think, clear that the usage constitutes a grave 
breach of the constitution. 

Not to go further back, the Petition of Right (3 Charles 1, c. 1) 
enacts that no man should thereafter “be compelled to make or yield 
any guift, loan, taxe, or such like charge without cOmon consent by 
Acte of Parliament.” 

Again, the Bill of Rights (1 W. & M., Sess. 2, c. 2) enacts “ that 
levying money for or to the use of the Crowne by ptence of preroga- 
tive without grant of Parlyament for longer time or in other manner 
than the same is or shall be granted is illegal.” 

It seems hardly necessary to observe that if the levy of taxes by a 
Minister by authority of the King alone is unwarrantable, such levy 
by a Minister by the authority of the House of Commons alone is 
equally unwarrantable. 

Moreover, the grant of probate is a judicial act. For the Probate 
Registrars of the High Court of Justice, at the instance of the executive 
government, to make that grant conditional on the payment of duties 
not authorized by Parliament is especially unwarrantable. 

I see little difference between the exaction of duties, which if not 
confirmed by Parliament will have to be returned to the payers, and 
the exaction of forced loans and benevolences against which the 
Petition of Right was directed. Henry J. Mean. 

116, Jermyn-street, St. James’s, S.W., June 29. 


CASES OF THE WEEK. 
House of Lords. 


COMMISSIONERS OF INLAND REVENUE v. OLIVER AND ANOTHER. 
29th May; 5th July. 


Revenue—Stame Dury—‘‘ SerrteMent ’’—ALTERATION OF SECURITY BY 
Sussequent Deep—Eaquity or REDEMPTION UNALTERED BY CHANGE OF 
Securrry—Sramp Act, 1891, s. 62, anp ScHEDuLE 1. 


By arrangement between the parties, property which had been 
charged (inter alia) to secure a life annuity of £400 to the settlor’s wife, 
if she survived him, was sold, and two deeds were executed as substi- 
tuted security. The commissioners decided that the second deed of sub- 
stituted security was a “‘ settlement,’”’ and was liable to be stamped as 
such with an ad valorem stamp. : 

Held, affirming the decision of the First Division of the Court of 
Session in Scotland (46 Sc. L. R. 276), that as the equity of redemption 
was not altered by the deed of security, the deed was not a settlement. 


Appeal by the Inland Revenue Commissioners from the decision of the 
First Division of the Court of Session, sitting as the Court of Exchequer, 
in favour of the respondents’ trustees of a settlement made in considera- 
tion of marriage to secure a life-rent to the settlor’s wife in the event of 
her surviving him. The appeal was argued in May, and judgment 
was reserved. 

Lord MacnaGuten, who read the judgment of the House, said that in 
1875, in anticipation of the marriage of Mr. David Turnbull with the 
lady who was about to become his wife, a life-rent annuity of £400 
was settled on the wife for life in the event of her surviving her hus- 
band. The annuity was secured by Mr. Turnbull’s personal covenant, 
and also on lands of ample value. Before 1898 some of the lands so 
charged were sold to pay off prior encumbrances, leaving abundant 
security for the annuity. In 1898 Mr. Turnbull proposed to sell the 
rest of the lands which were charged, and he conveyed them to trustees 
for that purpose. The trustees proceeded to sell, and applied to Mrs. 
Turnbull to release her contingent annuity. This she agreed to do in 
consideration of receiving a substituted security of adequate value in 
addition to Mr. Turnbull’s personal obligation, which was to remain 
in force. The proposed security consisted of (1) certain houses and 
rights of property belonging to Mr. Turnbull; (2) four policies of in- 
surance on Mr. Turnbull’s life for sums amounting in the aggregate to 
£4,950, with bonus additions amounting to £490 8s.; and (3) a sum 
of £2,582, part of the proceeds of sale in the hands of the trustees, 
being™the sum required to pay up in full the premiums on the four 
Policies, The transaction was duly carried out,.and evidenced by two 








deeds. By the first Mrs. Turnbull declared herself satisfied with’ the 
substituted security, and discharged the lands sold from the burthen 
of her contingent annuity. By the second Mr. Turnbull conveyed the 
property, the subject of the substituted security, upon trust to secure 
Mrs. Turnbull’s annuity, and subject thereto upon trust for Mr. Turn- 
bull himself. That po | nothing else was the effect of the deed, though 
the machinery was perhaps unnecessarily complicated and clogged with 
provisions which to an English conveyancer might seem superfluous. 
This second deed was the one which the commissioners called a settle- 
ment, and on which they founded their claim to settlement duty. There 
was no definition of the term “ settlement ”’ in the body of the Stamp 
Act. In the Schedule ‘‘ settlement.’’ was explained as “‘ any instrument 
a whereby any definite and certain principal sum of money . . . 
or any definite and certain amount of stock or any security is settled or 
agreed to be settled in any manner whatsoever.’’ And so the commis- 
sioners, finding definite and certain sums of money mentioned in the 
deed of substituted security, boldly claimed settlement stamp duty 
upon them all. The simple answer was that a mortgage or a deed of 
security by which the destination of the equity of redemption was not 
altered was not a settlement in the ordinary and proper acceptation of 
the term, even though the mortgage or security deed be couched in the 
form of a trust, and the trust developed or unfolded in a series of 
provisions which had the semblance of successive steps or stages. Sub- 
ject to the charge created by the deed, Mr. Turnbull was the owner of 
the property after the deed was executed just as he was before, and no 
other person acquired any interest in the property under the instrument 
in question: The claim, whether it was to be regarded as an ingenious 
experiment or an unhappy blunder, failed altogether, and the appeal 
must, in his Lordship’s opinion, be dismissed with costs. 

Lord Lorgsurn, C., and Lords James or HEREFORD, ATKINSON, and 
SHaw concurred. Appeal dismissed.—Counssx, Sir W. S. Robson, A.G., 
Ure, K.C., L.A., and Umpherston for the Commissioners. Scott-Dick- 
son, K.C., D.F., and A. M. Macrobert for the respondents. Soticrrors. 
Sir F. C. Gore for Philip J. H. Grierson, Solicitor to the Board of 
Inland Revenue, Edinburgh ; Marchant & Co. for Sibbald & Mackenzie, 
W.S., Edinburgh. 

[Reported by Erskine Rep, Barrister-at-Law.] 


GENERAL ACCIDENT FIRE AND LIFE INSURANCE CO. v. HUNTER. 
13th and 14th May; 29th June. 


InsvRANCE—LirE—ConpiTIons oF Poticy—CLaim TO BE MADE WITHIN 
TweELve MontHs oF THE REGISTRATION OF THE HoLpER’s NaME— 
LiaBinity oF CoMPANY. 


A coupon insurance policy against accident was issued by the appel- 
lant company, which provided that a claim by the assured must be made 
within twelve months of the registration of the holder’s name. H. 
filled up the coupon, and sent it, together with the requisite premium, to 
the company for registration on the 25th of December, 1905. the 
4th of January, 1906, he received a letter, dated the previous day, enclos- 
ing an official acknowledgment, dated the 29th of December, 1905, of 
the registration of his name. The company did not keep a regular 
register of the names, but in practice the a gerne were stamped, 
dated, and filed on being received, after which intimation was sent to 
‘the holder of the coupon, stating that the coupon had been duly received 
and registered. On the 28th of December, 1906, H. was injured in a 
railway accident, and died on the 29th of December, and his widow 
made a claim to the company on the 2nd of January, 1907. 

, Held, that the claim was made within twelve months of the registra- 
tion of the deceased’s name, and therefore that the company were liable. 

Judgment of the First Division of the Court of Session in Scotland 
(1909, Sess. Cas. 344, 46 Sc. L. R. 150) affirmed. 

' This was an appeal by the insurance company from a decision of the 
First Division of the Court of Session (reported 1909, Sess. Cas. 344, 
46 Sc. L. R. 150) in favour of the respondent. 
whether the company were liable to pay £1,000 to Mrs. Hunter, the 
widow of a commercial traveller on a coupon insurance policy 

by her husband, who met with his death from injuries received in the 
Elliot Junction railway accident. The facts sufficiently appear from 
the judgment. 

Tue Hovss, having time to consider, gave judgment, dismissing the 
appeal. 

Lord Loresurn, C., said that he came to the conclusion that the 
appeal failed, although for somewhat different reasons than those which 
had led the Scottish courts to decide in favour of the respondent. The 
late Mr. Hunter was killed in a railway accident on the 28th of 
December, 1906, and the question was whether the risk under the con- 
tract with the appellants was a subsisting risk on the 28th of December, 
1906, and whether the claim was made under the insurance contract 
within twelve months of the registration of Mr. Hunter’s name by the 
company, whatever ‘‘ registration’? might mean. It was necessary 
first to ascertain what the insurance was. The company inserted in 
‘*Letts’s Diary ’’ what they called a coupon insurance policy. announc- 
ing that they would pay £1,000 to any person killed in a railway acci- 
dent on certain conditions, one of which was as follows :—‘‘ Provi 
that at the time of such accident the person so killed or injured was 
the owner of the publication in which this insurance coupon is inserted, 
that such person had duly caused his or her name to be registered at 
the head office of the corporation in Perth, and had paid the fee for 
registration and cost of acknowledgment, and that notice of claim 1s 
sent to the registered office of the corporation at Perth within fourteen 








days of the occurrence of the accident, and that such claim be made 
within twelve months of the registration of the holder’s name.” 


* 


The question was , 
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Nothing beyond that appeared in the document which fixed either the 
commencement of the insurance or the duration of it, or the date of its 
expiry. This singular document had been regarded by all the judges 
who had heard the case as an offer by the defendants which could be 
accepted, and a contract was made by any person who complied with tue 
conditions. And he (the Lord Chancellor) entirely agreed with that 
view. It was admitted that Hunter did comply with all the conditions 
necessary to create a contract. He sent on the 25th of December, 1905, 
the form of application for registration called the coupon slip, with the 
necessary remittance of sixpence. This was an acceptance on his part, 
and there the contract of insurance commenced, if not on the 25th of 
December, 1905, when the letter was posted, then at all events on the 
26th of December, when it was delivéred, or on the 27th of December, 
when it was actually received by a person in the defendants’ employment. 
At latest, therefore, on the 27th of December, 1905, the risk attached, 
and it attached whether or not registration was effected on that day, 
because if it was not effected the only persons to blame were the 
defendants. The question was therefore how long was the insurance 
tocontinue? As to this the documents were silent, except for the pro- 
vision that the claim must be ‘‘made within twelve months of the 
registration of the holder’s name.’’ Therefore, once registered, no 
liability could arise more than twelve months after the date of regis- 
tration. In considering, therefore, whether the contract of insurance, 
which commenced at latest on the 27th of December, 1905, was still in 
force on the 28th of December, 1906, the date of the accident, and 
whether the plaintiff could succeed, two things had to be ascer- 
tained—first, what was the date of the registration of Hunter’s 
name, and second, on what date was the claim made? The 
evidence showed that registration was not effected by the defen- 
dants earlier than the 2nd of January, 1906. Registration of a 
name must be something in the nature of a record. It was not enough 
that a date stamp was impressed on Hunter’s coupon slip on the 27th 
of December, 1905, nor that his slip was temporarily placed in a 
bundle with others on which the same fee had been paid. The company 
did not send their letter of acknowledgment to Hunter till the 3rd of Jan- 
uary, and it seemed certain that the act which constituted registration 
was not prior to that date. Accordingly he (the Lord Chancellor) was of 
opinion that the registration must be taken to have been within twelve 
months of the claim, not merely because the defendants failed to prove 
the contrary, but also because upon a balance of probabilities that was 
the inference to be drawn on the facts. It followed that the accident 
occurred within the period of insurance, and the claim was made within 
twelve months of registration. 

Lords ASHBOURNE, JAMES OF HerReForD, GoreELL and SHAW concurred, 
and the appeal was therefore dismissed with costs—Counsex, Ure, K.C , 

A., and G. A. Scott for the appellants; Scott-Dickson, K.C., D.F., 
and 2. Munro (both of the Scotch bar) for the respondents. Soricrrors, 
Smiles & Co., for Bonar, Hunter & Johnstone, W.S., Edinburgh; 
James, Mellor & Coleman, for W. Charles Johnstone, W.S. Edinburgh. 

[Reported by Ensxrne Rerp, Barrister-at-Law.] 





Court of Appeal. 
“THE CORINTHIAN.” No. 1. 29th and 30th June. 


Sxrp—Cotiiston—Sounp S1GNaALsS—BREACH oF REGULATIONS—LAIABILITY 
OF INFRINGING SHIP—REGULATIONS FOR PREVENTING COLLISIONS AT 
Sea, Arts. 18, 28. 


Two steamships approaching each other end on, or nearly end on, 
collided. Five minutes before the collision occurred, The Malin Head 
was seen by those on board The Corinthian to be porting. When The 
Malin Head first ported she sounded one short blast and then steadied, 
and shortly afterwards hard-a-ported, but did not sound her whistle. 
Held, by Bargrave Deane, J., that the failure to sound her whistle 
when she hard-a-ported, as required by Art. 28 of the Regulations for 
Preventing Collisions at Sea, could have had no effect on, and was, 
therefore, not a contributing cause to, the collision; and that, notwith- 
standing this breach of the article, The Corinthian, which had com- 
mitted herself to a starboard helm, although those on board had seen 
and appreciated that The Malin Head was porting her helm, was alone 
to blame. 25 Times L. R. 330. 

Held, that the order of Bargrave Deane, J., should be varied by pro- 
nouncing both vessels to blame; as The Malin Head had committed a 
breach of Article 28, she could not be wholly exonerated from liability. 

Rule laid down in The Duke of Buccleuch (1891, A. C. 310) followed ; 
decision in The Bellanoch (1907, A. C. 269) considered. 


Appeal by the Allen Line, the owners of the steamship Corinthian, 
from a decision of Bargrave Deane, J.,in the Admiralty Division pro- 
nouncing The Corinthian alone to blame for a collision in the River 
Sc. Lawrence, on the 13th of September last, with the Belfast steamer 
The Malin Head. The ground of the appeal was that on the assump- 
tion that The Corinthian was rightly held to blame for the collision, 
nevertheless The Malin Head ought to have been held jointly to blame, 
as she had failed to comply with Art. 28 of the Collision Rules, and 
was, therefore, in fault and should be held jointly to blame. 

Tue Court (VAuGHAN Wit.iams, FietcHerR Mouton and BUCKLEY, 
L.JJ., assisted by two nautical assessors) allowed the appeal. 

Vauenan Wittiams, L.J., said that if The Malin Head was guilty 
of a breach of Article 28 it was unnecessary to go into the other points 
made against her. It was admitted that in point of fact she had failed 
to give the short blast required by the article. The question which 








was really argued was this: They had come to the conclusion that 
there had been a breach of Article 28 on the part of The Malin Head 
because they had accepted to the full the rule laid down by the House 
of Lords in The Duke of Buccleuch (1891, A. C. 310), namely, that in 
order to exonerate a ship which had infringed regulations ic was 
necessary to prove that the failure could not by any possibility have 
contributed to the collision. It was contended for The Malin Head 
that the rule laid down in The Duke of Buccleuch was no longer in 
force, as it had been modified by a later decision of the House of Lords 
in The Bellanoch (1907, A. C. 269), where it was said that the rule in 
The Duke of Buccleuch case was so far modified as to allow the in- 
fringing ship to prove for the purpose of exoneration that the omission 
did not contribute to the collision. In his lordship’s opinion that con- 
tention could not be supported, and TJ'he Bellanoch had not 
modified or extended the rule laid down in the earlier case. Therefore 
once the court arrived at the conclusion that there was a breach of 
Article 28, then the vessel committing the breach, if it in any way 
conduced to the collision, could not be wholly exonerated from blame. 
In the present case it was admicted that The Malin Head did not 
sound her whistle on hard-a-porting her helm. In his lordship’s 
opinion that was a material breach of Article 28, and that being so, 
The Malin Head must be found jointly to blame with 7'he Corinthian. 
In this case The Malin Head could not say that at the moment when the 
collision occurred it was inevitable. 

FiercHer Movtron and Bucktey, L.JJ., concurred, and the order of 
the court below was accordingly varied, both vessels being pronounced 
to blame for the collision. The court further directed that each side 
should pay their own costs and the moiety of the other’s assessed 
damages.—CounsEL, Aspinall, K.C., and C@. R. Dunlop, for the 
appellants; F. Laing, K.C., and A. A. Roche, for the respondents. 
Sonicrrors, Pritchard & Co.; Thomas Cooper & Co. 

[Reported by Exsxrne Rerp, Barrister-at-Law.] 


McDERMOTT v. OWNERS OF 88. ‘‘TINTORETTO.” No. 2. Ist July. 


MASTER AND SERVANT—WORKMEN’S COMPENSATION—SEAMAN—PAYMENTS 
DURING IncaPpactry—D1screTIon or County Court JupGE—Work- 
MEN’s COMPENSATION Act, 1906 (6 Ep. 7, c. 58), s. 7 (A) (£), SCHEDULE 
1 (3). 

In determining the amount of compensation payable to a seaman who 
has met with an accident on board ship, a county court judge ought to 
have regard to payment of wages made by the employer subsequently to 
the accident, but before the expiration of the period during which the 
owner is under statutory obligation to defray the expenses of main- 
tenance of the injured man. 

Appeal from an award of the county court judge at Liverpool, sitting 
as an arbitrator under the Workmen’s Compensation Act, 1906. The 
question was whether under clause 3 of the First Schedule to the Work- 
men’s Compensation Act, 1906, the county court judge in fixing the 
amount of the weekly payment must have regard to wages which had 
been paid to a seaman for the period between the happening of the 
accident and his discharge at a foreign port. The county court judge 
declined to have regard to these payments. The shipowners appealed. 

Tue Court (Cozens-Harpy, M.R., and Farwetu, L.J., KEnnepy, 
L.J., dissentiente) allowed the appeal. 

Cozens-Harpy, M.R.—The general scheme of the Act is that a work- 
man is entitled to compensation (a) from the date of the injury, and (6) 
during incapacity. See First Schedule, clause 1, and clause 3 of the 
same schedule is as follows :—‘‘ In fixing the amount of the weekly 
payment regard shall be had to any payment, allowance, or benefit which 
the workman may receive from the employer during the period of his 
incapacity.”’ I do not find any ambiguity in this clause, as applied to an 
ordinary workman. Buyt section 7 makes the Act apply to seamen, not in 
its entirety, but subject to certain modifications. Sub-section (a) clearly 
shews that the period of incapacity is reckoned from the date of the 
accident on board the ship. Sub-section (e) provides that the weekly 
payment is not to be payable in respect of the period during which the 
owner of the ship is by section 34 of the Merchant Shipping Act, 1906, 
liable to defray the expenses of maintenance of the injured seaman. 
Now, this liability continues until the seaman is brought back to a home 
port. With this modification, which alone is material for the purpose of 
this appeal, the Act, including clause 3 of the First Schedule, must he 
applied to seamen. I can see no justification for reading the words 
‘* during the period of his incapacity ’’ as meaning during the period in 
which the employer is liable to pay compensation. I must take those 
words in their plain meaning, in the meaning in which they are used in 
clause 1 of the Schedule, and I see no escape from the conclusion that 
payments made after the accident, but before the seaman is brought 
home, are things to which the county court judge must have regard. 
The material facts are these :—The applicant was engaged on the 10th 
of October, 1908, to serve as an able seaman on ‘he Tintoretto for a 
voyage not to exceed three years. On the 21st of December, during 
rough weather, the applicant fractured his left leg and was totally in 
capacitated. He was discharged and paid off at + a York on the 29th 
of December, and taken to a hospital, where he remained until he wes 
returned as a passenger at the owners’ expense to this country on the 
11th of March. The county court judge has awarded him compensation 
from the 11th of March, but has held that he ought not to have regard 
to the wages paid for the eight days from the 21st of December to the 
29th of December. For the reasons above stated, I think the judge did 
not take a correct view of his power and his duty. In the presentggase 
the amount is so small that probably only a nominal effect will be pro- 
duced by having regard to it. But the case has been argued on prin- 
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ciple, and our decision will govern other cases in which large amounts 
may be involved. I think the appeal must be allowed, and the case 
remitted to the county court judge, with a direction that he is to have 
regard to the wages paid to the applicant between the 21st of December 
and the 29th of who: thy The respondents must pay the costs of the 


appeal. 

Paws, L.J., read a judgment agteeing with the Master of the 
Rolls. 

Kennevy, L.J., read a dissenting judgment, in the course of which 
he considered in detail the provisions of the Merchant Shipping Acts 
and the Workmen’s Compensation Act, 1906. His lordship was of opinion 
that the Legislature ought not to be taken in clause 3 of Schedule 1 
to have intended inferentially to modify adversely to the workman’s 
interest the pre-existing statutory enactments by which at the date of 
the passing of the Workmen’s Compensation Act he was benefited. 
a that in the case of the seaman, section 7 (i) (e) contained all 
the limitation which the Legislature could be understood as — upon 
his enjoyment of compensation under the Act. Clause 3 of Schedule 1 
might be read as applying not to statutory payments or to statutory 
allowances or benefits, but only to the advantages received by the work- 
man during his incapacity, which proceeded from the voluntary action 
of the employer.—Counsgt, Horridge, K.C., J. B. Aspinall, and Segar ; 
Atkin, K.C., and Stewart Brown. So.icrrors, Botterell & Roche, for 
Weightman, Pedder, & Co., Liverpool, for the appellants ; Windybank, 
Samuell, & Lawrence, for Fox & Bradley, Liverpool, for the respondent. 

[Reported by J. I. Srrnuine, Barrister-at-Law.] 





High Court—Chancery Division. 
Re NASH. COOK v. FREDERICK. Eve, J. 29th June. 


Perretuiry—Rvute Acatinst Dovsie Possreiitigs—APPLICATION OF 
Rute To EqurtTaBLe INTERESTS. 


The rule against double possibilities applies alike to legal remainders 
and equitable interests. 


This adjourned summons was taken out to have it determined whether 
an appointment under a special power was valid, and raised the ques- 
tion whether the old rule against a possibility on a possibility Sonlied 
to equitable limitations. By a marriage settlement dated the 24th of 
Jatiuary, 1833, and made on the marriage of A. J. Nash and Elizabeth 
Nash certain real estate was limited upon trust for A. J. Nash 
and Elizabeth Nash for life, and after the death of the survivor 
upon trusts for all or such one or more of the children, grandchildren, 
or more remote issue respectively of the said A. J. Nash and Elizabeth 
Nash, such grandchildren or other more remote issue to be born before 
such appointment should have been made, as A. J. Nash should by deed 
or will appoint, and in default of such appointment, upon trust for 
the children of the marriage in equal shares as tenants in common. 
There were two children only of the marriage, namely, Mrs. Frederick, 
who was born in 1837, and Mrs. Garnham, who was born in 1839. Mrs. 
Frederick had two children, namely, Sir Charles Frederick, and Mrs. 
Sebright. Mrs. Garnham had two children, one of whom died in- 
testace, and the other was the defendant, Mrs. Gellicorse. By his 
will dated the 9th of November, 1897, A. J. Nash, in exercise of 
the power given co him by the settlement, appointed that the trustees 
‘of the settlement should after the death of the survivor of his wife and 
-himself stand possessed of the property as to one moiety upon trust 
for Mrs. Frederick for her life for her separate use, and after her 
decease upon trust for her children Sir Charles Frederick and Mrs. 
Sebright in equal shares absolutely, and as to the other moiety, upon 
trust for Mrs. Garnham for life for her separate use, and after he 
decease upon trust for Jessie Garnham (since deceased) and Mrs. 
Gellicorse. A. J. Nash died on the 24th of April, 1888, and his wife, 
Elizabeth Nash, died on the 3rd of June, 1897. The effect of the 
appointment when read into the settlement was to bring the present 
case within the rule in Whitby v. Mitchell (44 Ch. D. 85), provided 
that that rule applied to equitable interests. It was argued that the 
rule, being a salutary one, founded on good sense, and calculated to 
defeat the tying up of land, there was no reason for limiting it to a 
particular form of settlement, that the rule had in fact already been 
recognized as applicable to equitable estates, and that no sanction 
should be given to a condition of things which would make the 
validity of a settlement depend on the particular location of the 
legal estate. 

ve, J.—The question raised by this summons is whether the rule 
against double possibilities applies to equitable interests. The decision 
in Whitby v. Mitchell has met with a good deal of criticism in the 
peates, and much of the argument addressed to me on behalf of 
hose who uphold the validity of the appointment was directed to 
calling attention to those criticisms, not of course with a view of 
Bliggesting that the decision is not binding on this court, but by way 
of foundation for the argument that the application of the rule thereby 
established ought not to be extendéd to a case where the limitations 
fire not legal limitations, and in this connection much reliance was 
placed on the arguments addressed to the court in Whitby v. Mitchell, 
wherein it was rather assumed that the rule would not be held applic- 
able to equitable limitations, and_ to the opening sentence of Mr. 
Justice Farwell’s judgment in Re Bowles (1902, 2 Ch. 650), where he 
Says :—‘‘I think it is reasonably plain that whatever the doctrine of 
“a possibility on a possibility’ may have originally meant, at present 
it exists ay to the extent stated in the: head-note to Whitby v. 


Mitchell.”” I have read all the criticisms to which my attention was * 
called, and have referred to many of the authorities cited. I have also 
read the observations of some who regard the decision with approval, 
and the net result of it all is that those who disapprove of the decision 
do so mainly on the ground that it gives vitality to a supposed rule 
of so mischievous an origin and of antecedents so doubtful as to con- 
stitute it ‘‘a non-existent rule baséd on an explodéd theory.’’ But these 
criticisms do not help me to a decision in this case, and the same 
observation appliés to Whitby v. Mitchell and Re Bowles, for in 
neither casé was tlie ew of tlie rule to equitable interests 
under consideration. The truth is that I have to approach the question 
from a standpoint which not only treats the rule as a subsisting one, 
but regards it as embodying a useful and intelligible restraint. Why 
then should it be restricted to legal limitations? Not because they 
are not subject to the rule against perpetuities, for the contrary has 
now been established, and had been established before Whitby v. 
Mitchell and Re Ashforth (1905, 1 Ch, 535), and as the law now 
stands legal contingent remainders and equitable limitations (Abbiss v. 
Burney, 17 Ch. D. 211) are alike subject to the rule against perpetui- 
ties. It is true that in the last-mentioned case Sir George Jessel points 
out some a in which contingent equitable remainders did not 
stand upon the same foocing as legal remainders, but since 40 & 41 
Vict. c. 353, those grounds of distinction have ceased to exist. I do not 
think, therefore, those observations can be fairly used as an argument 
in support of the distinction here soughe to be established. In sub- 
stance the argument resolves itself into an attack upon the rule itself, 
and to an assertion that it has never been applied to equitable interests, 
and that in Cattlin v. Brown (11 Hare, 372), Page Wood, V.C., 
adopted a rule which he would not have adopted had he not treated the 
rule against double’ possibilities as inapplicable to a case where the 
limitations were equitable. I am constrained to reject so much of the 
argument as attacks the rule itself, and it remains to consider the con- 
tention that the rule has been recognised as having no —— to 
equitable interests. I cannot see my way to treating Cattlin v. Brown 
as an authority for holding that the rule against double possibilities 
does not apply to equitable interests, Does Mogg v. Mogg (1 Mer. 654) 
carry the matter any further? The real point in all the cases was one 
of remoteness, and I cannot find any indication that the rule against 
double possibilities, as distinct from the rule against Ayiceoang. was 
under consideration: Moreover, in Whitby v. Mitchell, Cotton, L.J., 
repudiated the suggestion that a limitation to children of an unborn 
child would be good if within the limits of remoteness. I have now 
to consider the cdses relied on by those who contend that the rule 
applies to equitable interests. I do not think Humberstone v. Hum- 
berstone (1 P. Wms. 332) throws much light on the point, and I cannot 
extract from it a decision that the rule applies to equitable interests. 
Moneypenny v. Dering (2 D. M. & G. 145) is much more in point. In 
the judgment on p. 168 the Lord Chancellor is referring to the rule 
against double possibilities, and not to the rule against B iw 
tuities, and this was the view of Cotton, LJ., in hitby 
v. Mitchell, and he is certainly treating it as a rule applicable to the 
case before him, where the legal estate was in trustees and the interests 
voided by the rule were equitable ones. I think that judgment leaves 
me no alternative but to hold that the rule applies to equitable interests. 
I am fortified in this conclusion by Whitting v. Whitting (53 Soticrrors’ 
Journat, 100). That decision is certainly an application of the rule 
against double possibilities to a case of equitable interests, and although 
the limitations were void as transgressing the rule against perpetuities, 
and it was not therefore necessary to apply the other rule, I am 
informed by counsel engaged in the case that the applicability of the 
rule against double possibilities was in fact determined after full argu- 
ment. The case therefore is an authority directly in point, and in any 
event I should have felt bound to follow it, even if I had not, for 
the reasons already stated, arrived at the same conclusion. In my 
opinion the rule applies alike to legal remainders and equitable 
interests, and accordingly I must declare in answer to the summons 
that the appointment did not operate as a valid exercise of the igen 
of appointment reserved to the testator by the settlement so far as 
ae the limitations in remainder.—Counset, 7’. 7’. Methold, P. O. 
Lawrence, K.C., and Beaumont; Jessel, K.C., and Wurtzburg; H. T. 
Methold ; Rashleigh. Soxicrrors, Budd, Brodie, & Hart; Tylee & Co.; 
Sharpe, Pritchard, & Co. 
[Reported by 8. E. Wriit1ams, Barrister-at-Law.] 





Bankruptcy Cases. 


Re DRUMMOND. Ee parte ASHMORE. Phillimore, J. 
3rd and 6th July. 


BankRuptcy—JuDGMEN?T SumMONS—ORDER FOR PayMENT oF Costs OF 
DisMISsep PetrtT1on—ComMMITTAL OF PetiTIONING CREDITOR—DeEBTORS 
Act, 1869 (32 & 33 Vicr. c. 62), s. 5 


Where a debtér has obtained an order against the petitioning creditor 
for the payment of the costs of a dismissed petition, the court will, 
upon a judgment summons and on proof of means, order the com- 
mittal of the petitioning creditor to prison for non-compliance with 
such order, notwithstanding the fact that the debtor is indebted to the 
petitioning creditor in a large sum. 


In this case the petitioning creditor had recovered judgment against 
the debtor, a married woman, enforceable only agaifsi her separate 





estate. He presented a petition against her, alleging as an acs of 
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bankruptcy that she had departed from her dwelling house with intent 
to defeat and delay her creditors. The petition was dismissed and 
the petitioning creditor was ordered to pay the costs, which, by the 
established rule in bankruptcy, he was unable to set off against the 
far larger amount owing to him by the debtor. The debtor took out 
a judgment summons against the creditor asking for his committal 
for non-payment of the costs. It was admitted that he had the 
means to pay them, but it was contended that to make an order 
against him would be an abuse of the powers of the Debtors Act, 1869, 
which was only intended for the punitive treatment of fraudulent 
and contumacious debtors, It was admitted that it was settled law 
that the costs of the dismissed petition must be paid by the petitioning 
creditor to the debtor, and could not be set off against his debt. 

Purmurmore, J., held that an order must be made. The Debtors 
Act was punitive in the sense that it enabled the Court to send to 
prison a man who had the means to ‘pay and would not pay; the 
offence the court punished was contumacity in not obeying the order 
of the court. Here there was an order of a competent court directing 
the petitioning creditor to pay these costs, and in law he was con- 
tumacious in refusing to pay them. He made an order directing the 
payment of half the amount on the 6th of August, remainder on the 
6th of September, in order to give time for appeal, but refused to 
ive leave to appeal or express any opinion as to whether an appeal 
ay.—CounseL, D. M. Hogg; A. M. Latter. Soricrrors, Cooper & 
Bake; P. Jerome. 

[Reported by P. M. Francxz, Barrister-at-Law.] 


New Orders, &c. 


The Assize and Quarter Sessions Act, 1908. 
ORDER IN COUNCIL. 


At the Court at Buckingham Palace, the 28th day of June, 1909, 
Present, the King’s Most Excellent Majesty in Council. 

In pursuance of section 1 of the Assizes and Quarter Sessions Act, 
1908, His Majesty is pleased, by and with the advice of His Most 
Honourable Privy Council, to order as follows :— 

When a clerk to the justices of any borough or any petty sessional 
division has received information under section 1 (3) of the Assizes 
and Quarter Sessions Act, 1908, that notice has been sent to jurors 
dispensing with their attendance at the assizes or quarter sessions to 
which prisoners would be committed by the said justices in the ordinary 
course, and the justices have in consequence of that information and 
in pursuance of the said enactment committed a prisoner for trial at 
some other assizes or quarter sessions, then subject to the provisions 
of that Act— 

(1) All depositions, recognizances, inquisitions, and other docu- 
ments relating to the case shall be transmitted to the proper officer 
of the court to which the prisoner has been so committed for 
trial; and 

(2) That court shall for all purposes connected with the trial of 
the prisoner have the same jurisdiction, and the sheriff, gaoler, con- 
stables, and other officers, and the jurors and other persons attending 
the court shall for all such purposes have the same powers, duties, 
and authority in all respects, and the same prison shall be used for 
the custody of the prisoner both before and after trial, as though 
the offence charged had been committed in the county, city, or place 
for which the court is held; and 

(3) Any commissions, writs, precepts, indictments, recognizances, 
proceedings, or other documents, may be altered, if necessary, and 
so far as necessary, for the purpose of giving effect to the said 
Act and this Order. A. W. Firzroy. 











Order as to Supreme Court Fees (June), 19¢9. 


The Order as to Supreme Court Fees, 1884, is hereby amended by 
adding thereto the following fee :— 
Fee No. 65a. 
65a. If an Order appointing a receiver, or liquidator, or 
guardian, or other person required to give security 
(Signed) LorEeBuRN, C 

Hersert Cozens-Harpy, M.R. 
Rotanp VaueHAN Wiis, L.J. 
R. J. Parker, J. 


} Lords of the Treastry. 


010 0 


(Signed) Ceci, Norton 
J 


. H. WuitLey 


The Circuits of the Judges. 


At the Court at Buckingham Palace, the 28th day of June, 1909. 
Present, The King’s Most Excellent Majesty in Council. 

Whereas by an Order in Council, bearing date the 7th day of May, 
1907, certain arrangements as regards the Circuits of the Judges were 
approved : 

And whereas it is expedient that the said Order be amended on 
account of certain alterations which have been made in the arrangements 
‘ for the transaction of Civil business in various Counties : 

Now, therefore, His Majesty in Council is pleased to order and it is 
hereby ordered as follc ws; 





The Commission days for the several places on the respective Circuits 
for the Assizes to be hereafter holden shall, as far as may le 
practicable and the business to be done may allow, be fixed by the 
Judges in manner heretofore accustomed in accordance with the scheme 
set out in the Schedule hereto, but in fixing such Commission days— 

(a) The order of towns may be changed on any Circuit when it 
it is desirable to prevent the Assizes at any town being holden 
contemporaneously with special local events or for any other special 
reason, and 

(b) The. dates of the Commission days named in the Schedule 
for any town may be altered so as to provide for anticipated 
business, or the anticipated absence of business, but no alteration 
of the dates of such Commission days which will diminish the 
number of Judges in town at any period of the Sittings shall be 
made without the consent of the Lord Chief Justice of England. 

(c) For the transaction of Civil business at Manchester and 
Liverpool a Judge of the King’s Bench Division shall be assigned 
to take such business for each Sitting of the High Court (Easter 
and Trinity Sittings to count as one Sitting). The Judge so 
assigned shall sit at Manchester on or about the lst November, 
1st February and 1st May, and at Liverpool on or about the 21st 
November, 21st February and 21st May, for the trial of Civil 
Actions and if necessary shall hold adjourned Sittings at both 
Manchester and Liverpool so as to dispose of all actions entered for 
trial at Manchester not later than five weeks, and at Liverpool not 
later than three weeks, before the last day of each Sitting. The 
list of Manchester and Liverpool Civil business shall be in charge 
of such assigned Judge for each sitting. The Judge holding a 
Criminal Assize at Manchester and Liverpool shall when not 
required for Criminal business assist as heretofore in the trial of 
Civil actions whenever the Sittings for Civil business are being held 
during the time he is at Manchester and Liverpool. 

The Schedule to this Order shall be substituted for the Schedule to 
the Order in Council relating to Circuits dated the 7th of May, 1907, 
and the said Order in Council shall take effect subject to the substitu- 
tion made by this Order, and any copy thereof hereafter printed may be 
printed with the substitution made by this Order. 

A. W. Fitzroy. 
SCHEDULE. 
EASTER CIRCUIT. 
Northern. 
Manchester, Criminal only, April 17 | Liverpool, Criminal only, May 2 
North-Eastern. 
Leeds, Criminal only, May 2 

When Whit Sunday falls before the 21st of May, the dates shall be 
altered so as to enable these circuits to end on the Thursdey before 
Whit Sunday. 

SuMMER Circuit (Civil and Criminal). 

South-Eastern. 
Norwich, June 4 
Chelmsford, June 10 
Hertford, Jane 17 

Midland, 
Oakham, June 20 
Lincoln, June 21 
Derby, June 27 
Nottingham (2), July 4 

Oxford. 
Gloucester, June 17 


Monmouth, June 34 
Hereford, June 29 


Lewes, June 21 
Maidstone, July 1 
Guildford, July 11 


Huntingdon, May 24 
Cambridge, May 27 
Bury St. Ejmunds, May 30 








Warwick, July 10 


Aylesbury, June 3 
saford, J Birmingham (2), July 16 


Bedford, June 6 
Northampton, Jure 10 
Leicester, June 14 








Shrewsbury, July 3 
Stafford (2), July 9 
Birmingham (3), July 16 


Reading, June 3 
Oxford, June 7 
Worcester, June 11 

















Western. 
Salisbury, May 24 Bodmin, June 6 Winchester (2), June 18 
Dorchester, ) 28 Exeter (2), June It Bristol (2), June 25 
Wells, June 1 
North Eastern. 
Durham (2), June 24 | York (2), July 8 | Leeds (2), July 12 
Newcastle (2), July 1 ‘ 
Northern. 
Appleby, June 19 | Lancaster, June 25 | Liverpool, July 16 
Oarlisle, June 21 Manchester, July 1 
North Wales. 
Newtown, May 24 Beamauris, June 3 Chester (2), July 9 
Dolgelly, 27 Ruthin, June 5 Swansea (2). July 16 
Carnarvon, May 29 Mold, June 8 
South Wales. 
Haverfordwest, May 24 Carmarthen, May 30 | Presteign, June 7 
Lampeter, May 28 Brecon, June 4 os 


As to Civil Business at Manchester and Liverpool, see paragraph (c) of the 
Order in Council, 


AUTUMN CIRCUIT (Criminal only unless otherwise stated). 
South Eastern, 
Chelmsford, Oct. 29 
Hertford, Nov. 4 
Lewes, Nov. 8 
Midland, 


Lincoln, Oct, 30 
Derby, Nov. 4 
Nottingham, Nov. 9 
Warwick, Nov. lé 


Cambridge, Oct. 12 
Bury or ipswich, Oct. 17 
Norwich, Oct, 22 


Maidstone, Nov. 16 
Quildford, Nov. 26 








Aylesbury, Oct, 16 Birmingham (2) (Civil avé 
Bedford, Oct. 19 Criminal), Nov, 19 
Northampton, Oct. 22 
Leicester, Uct. 25 
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e Oxford. Oxford. 
Reading. Oct. 12 Monmoath, Oct. 29 Birmingham (2) (Civil and | Reading, Jan, 31 Gloucester, Feb. 13 Shrewsbury, Feb. 23 
Oxford, Oct. Hereford, Nov. 1 Onmeaaly New! 19 Oxford, Feb. 4 Monmouth, Feb. 21} | Stafford (2), March 6 
Worcester, Oct. 19 Shrewsbury, Nov. 4 Worcester, Feb. 7 Hereford, Feb. 25 Birmingham (2), March 13 
Gloucester, Oct. 24 Stafford, Nov. 7 

Western. 
Northern. Devizes, Jan. 11 Bodmin, Jan. 24 | Bristol (2), Feb. 11 
Carlisle, Oct. 24 | Manchester, Nov. 2 Liverpool, Nov. 23 Dorchester, Jan. 15 Exeter (2), Jan. 29 
Taunton, Jan, 19 Winchester (2), Feb. 4 


Lancaster, Oct. 28 
North Eastern. 


| York, Nov. 14 Leeds (2) (Civil and Crimi- 


nal), Nov, 18 


Newcastle, Nov. 2 
Durham, Nov. 
Western, 


Bodmin, Ost. 25 
Exeter, Oct. 29 

Winchester, Nov. 5 

North and South Wales, 


Carmarthen, Oct. 26 
Brecon, Oct. 29 


Salisbury or Devizes, Oct. 12 
Dorchester, Oct. 16 
Wells or Taunton, Oct. 19 


Bristol (2) (Civil and Crimi- 
), Nov. 14 








CarJiff or Swanses (2) (Civil 


Carnarvon, Oct. 12 
i and Criminal), Nov. 1 


Ruthin, Oct. 16 


As to Civil Business at Manchester and Liverpool, see paragraph (c) of the 
Order in Council. 
WINTER Circuit (‘Civil and Crimina)). 


South Eastern. 


Norwich, Jan, 24 
Chelmsford, Jan, 31 


Lewes, Feb. 13 


Huntingdon, Jan. 11 
Maids:oue, Feb, 21 


Cambridge, Jan. 14 





Ipswich, Jan. 18 Hertford, Feb, 9 Guildford, Feb. 28 
Midland, 

Aylesbury, Jan, 31 Oakham. Feb. 15 Warwick, March 7 

Bedford, Feb. 4 Lincoln, Feb. 16 birmingham (2), March 13 

Northampton, Feb. 7 

Leicester, Feb. 11 


Derby, Feb. 22 
Nottingham (2), March 1 














| name of the County 
| Courts will be held at both Dunmow and Braintree until further Order. 


North Eastern, 


Newcastle (2), Feb. 19 | York (2), March 5 | Leeds (2), March 9 
Durham (2), Feb, 26 

Northern. 
Appleby, Jan, 31 Lancaster, Feb. 7 | Liverpool, Feb. 27 
Carlisle, Feb. 2 Manchester, Feb, 11 

North Wales, 

Welshpool, Jan. 11 | Beaumaris, Jan. 22 Chester (2), Feb. 23 
Dolgelly, Jan. 15 Ruthin, Jan. 24 Cardiff (2), March 7 
Carnarvon, Jan, 17 Mold, Jan. 28 


South Wales. 
Haverfordwest, Jan. 11 Brecon, Jan. 22 Cardiff (2), March 7 
Lampeter, Jan. 15 Presteign, Jan, 25 


Carmarthen, Jan. 17 Chester (2), Feb. 28 
As to Civil Business at Manchester and Liverpcol, see paragraph (c) of the 
3 Order in Council. 





The Essex County Court. 


An Order in Council, published in Tuesday’s Gazette, consolidates 
the district of the County Court of Essex held at Dunmow and the 
district of the County Court of Essex held at Braintree under the 
ourt of Essex held at Dunmow and Braintree. 








The Law 


ANNUAL MEETING. 

The annual gencral meeting of the members of this society will be 
held at the Society’s Hall (Chancery-lane entzance), on Friday, the 9th 
of July, 1909, at2 p.m. The following are the provisions:of by-law 15 as 
to the business to be transacted at an avnual general meeting, namely:— 
“The business of an annual general meeting shall be the election of 
president, vice-president, and members of Council, as directed by the 
Charter, and also the election of auditors ; the reception of the accounts 
submitted by the auditors for approval, the reception of the annual 
report, of the Council, and the disposal of business introduced by the 
Council, and of any other matter which may consistently with the Charter 
and by-laws be introduced at such meeting.” Below will be found the 
names of the candidates nominated to fill the twelve vacancies in the 
Council and in the offices of president, vice-president, and auditors, with 
the names and addresses of their nominators. 





Societies. 


Society. 


Mr. H. W. Carrer will move :— That the members of the societ; 
present at this meeting view with great concern the practice (whic 
appears to be largely on the increase) of the employment of salaried 
solicitors by tradiug and other corporations, bodies, and firms, and even 
individuals, with a view to directly or indirectly sharing the profits of 
litigious and other legal business, and request the Council to appoint a 
committee, consisting of three members of the Council and three mem- 
bers of the society outside the Counci!, to consider and report as to what 
steps can be taken, by approaching Parliament or otherwise, to put an 
end to or to mitigate the evil (which seriously affects the public as well 
as the legal profession).” 

Mr. E. A. BELL will move:—‘‘ That the members of the society 

resent at this meeting desire to record their approval of the light 
uncheon arrangements which are now placed at the disposal of the 





members of the society.” 


List OF QUALIFIED MEMBERS OF THE SOCIETY NOMINATED AS MEMBERS OF THE COUNCIL TO BE ELECTED AT THE ANNUAL GENERAL MEETING 
ON THE 9TH OF JULY, 1909. 





Name of Candidate. Address. 


| Names of Nominators. | Address. 





28, Great George-street, West- 
minster. 


*James Samuel Beale 


Sir Homewood Crawford The Guildhall, London, E.C. 


Robert William Dibdin 23, Red Lion-square, London, W.C. 


The Rectory House, St. Michael’s 


*Samuel Garrett 
Alley, Cornhill, London 


Herbert Gibson 9, Gt. St. Helen’s, London, E.C. 





South-square, Gray’s-inn, 


Charles Goddard... ina nc 
London, W.C. 


30, Mincing-lane, London, E.C. 


64, Lincaln’s-inn-fields, Londen, 


Sir Jobn Hollams .. 
| Richard Pennington 


5, Cook-street, Liverpool. 


Charles Henry Morton ... 
28, Great George-street, London, 
S.W 


James Samuel Beale 
ae Howard Winterbotham | 1, New-court, Carey-street, London, 


Charles Henry Morton ... 
{ James Samuel Beale 


| William Howard Winterbotham 


Charles Henry Morton ... ae 

Francis Robert Middleton 
Phillips 

William Arthur Sharpe ... vas 


5, Cook-street, Liverpool. 
= a George-street, London, 


1, New-court, Lincoln’s-inn, London, 
W.C, : 


5, Cook-street, Liverpool. " 
3, Finsbury-circus, London, E.C. 


12, New-court, Carey-street, Lon- 







Charles Henry Morton ... 
James Samuel Beale _... 


Charles Henry Morton . 
James Samuel Beale 


William Howard Winterbotham 


| William Howard Winterbotham 


Charles Henry Morton ... 








on. 
5, Cook-street, Liverpool. r 
* eo George-street, London, 


1, New-court, Carey-street, London, 
W.C. 


5, Cook-street, Liverpool. 
as + George-street, London, 


1, New-court, Carey-street, London, 
5, Cook-street, Liverpool. 
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Neme of Candidate. 


| 


Addres:. 


| Names of Nominators. 


| 








Frank Brinsley-Harper 


*Sir John Hollams 


*t+William John Humfrys ... 


The Hon. Robert Henry Lyttelton 


*tJoseph Farmer Mline 


+Charles Henry Morton 


Robert Chancellor Nesbitt ... 


a 4 Heynes Radford, LL.B., 


*William Howard Winterbotham 





15, Old Jewry-chambers, E.C. ... 


30, Mincing-lane, Iondon.. 


Bridge-street, Hereford 


35, Lincoln’s-inn-fields, London, 
W.C. 


Mount-street, Manchester 


5, Cook-street, Liverpool... 


7, Devonshire-square, London, 
E.C. 


27, Chancery-lane, London, W.C. 


1, New - 


court, Carey - street, 
London 


Dr. Edwin Freshfield... 
{ Sir William Bull, M.P. ... 


1 William Joynson-Hicks, M.P.... 
5 ohn Arscott Bartrum 
j Edwin Freshfield, LL.D. 


| John Wreford Budd 
Robert Ellett on 
E-~- Sturge... — sea 
| (Joint Hon. Secretary, Bristol 
rated Law Society) 
4 James uel Beale ide 
| 


| Charles Henry Morton ... o- 
| (Secretary of the Associated 
Provincial Societies) 

James Samuel Beale 


Inco: 


4 William Howard Winterbotham 


on Henry Morton 

‘Charles Henry Morton .., os 
(Secretary of the Associated 

| Provincial Law Societies) 

James Samuel Beale ___.... 





)Elkanah Hewitt ... wt my 
| (President of the Manchester 
;__ Incorporated Law Association) 
|William Calthrop Thorne ree 
| (President of the Incorpo- 
rated Law Society of Liver- 
\_ pool) 
Robert Pybus 
(President, 
Tyne 
Society) 
| James Samuel Beale 


| William Calthrop Thorne 
(President of the Incorpo- 
| rated Law Society of Liver- 
pool). 
Sir John Edward Gray Hill 
Arthur Barlow _... 
(Assistant 
Associated 
Societies) 
\ ames Samuel Beale 


Newcastle-upon- 
Incorporated aw 


Hon. Secretary, 
Provincial Law 


William Howard Winterbotham 
Charles Henry Morton ... 
Frederick William Biddle 

Elihu Richard Cross, LL.B. 
Walter Grey Hart, LL.D. 
Thomas Stevens ... ae 
James Samuel Beale 


Arthur John Finch 
Frederic William Emery 
Charles Henry Morton 


— 











31, Old Jewry, London, E.C. 
3, on - buildings, Lincoln’s - inn, 


Lennox 
London. 
9, Ey Jewry-chambers, London, 


House, Norfolk-street, 


New Bank-buildings, 31, Old Je 
London, E.C. - be 

24, Austin Friars, London, E.C. 

Cirencester. 

17, Small-street, Bristol. 


28, Great George-street, London, 
S.W 


5, Cook-stree t, Liverpool. 


ae * _ George-street, London, 

i, New-court, Carey-street, London, 
W.C. 

5, Cook-street Liverpool. 

5, Cook-street, Liverpool. 

28, Great George-street, London, 
S.W. 


33, Brazennose-street, Manchester. 


Dock Offices, Pierhead, Liverpool 
Newcastle-upon-Tyne. 


28 Great George-street, London, 
S.W 


Dock Offices, Pierhead, Liverpool. 


10, Water-street, Liverpool. 
1, High-pavement, Nottingham. 


28, Great George-street, London, 
S.W. 


1, New-court, Lincoln’s-inn, W.C. 

5, Cook-street, Live 

22, Aldermanbury, London, E.C. 

Bank-chambers, Scarborough. 

27, Chancery-lane, London, W.C. 

7, Lincoln’s-inn-fields, London, W.C. 

28, ae George-street, London, 
bs) 


2, Gray’s-inn-square, London, W.C. 
36, Lincoln’s-inn-fields, London, W.C. 
5, Cook-street, Liverpool. 


LIsT OF QUALIFIED MEMBERS PROPOSED AS PRESIDENT AND VICE-PRESIDENT. 


William Howard Winterbotham (as 
President) 


Henry James Johnson (as Vice- 
President) 


| 101, 


1, New-court, Carey-street, London 


, eae, London, 


bs 


LIST OF QUALIFIED PERSONS PROPOSED AS AUDITORS OF THE SOCIETY. 


John Stephens Chappelow, F.C.A. | a” peat tin, London, 


Edward Temple Gurdon 


Henry Seely ... 


28, Lineoln’s-inn-fields, London, f 
W.C. 


. | 7, South-squarey Gray’s-inn, Lon- 


don, W.U 


| fJohn James Dunville Botterell 
Charles Henry Morton 
Sir John Hollams ... sie 
Thomas William Bischoff 


eee 


Walter Trower 


| f Michael Forbes Tweedie ... rat 
|\ Thomas Henry Gardiner ... 
| f Lewin Charles Cholmeley 


eee 


|\ Arthur Francis Forster ... oad 
wie Charles Jackson ... ak 


Albert Edward Scorer 











.. | 5,_ New - square, 


24, St. Mary Axe, London, E.C. 

5, Cook-street, Liverpool. 

30, Mincing-lane, London, E.C. 

4, re Winchester-street, London 
.C. 

Lincoln’s - inn, 

London. 


6, Lincoln’s-inn-fields, London, W.C. 
8, Lincoln’s-inn-fields, London, W.C. 
28, Lincoln’s-inn-fields, London, W.C. 
28, Lincoln’s-inn-fields, London, W.C. 


7, South - ‘nN Gray’s - inn - road, 


London, 


. | 2, Clement’s-inn, London, W.C. 


* The Candidates marked thus * are retiring Members of the Council, who, being eligible, have been nominated for re-election. 
+t The Candidates marked thus + are proposed in accordance with the scheme of nomination of the Associated Provincial Law 


Societies pursuant to the resolution of Society relating to couutry vacancies, adopted on 5th July, 1907. 
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Annual Report. 


The following are extracts from the annual report of the Council :— 

Council V acancies.—There are twelve vacancies in the Council, ten of 
which are caused by retirement in rotation. The two remaining 
vacancies are caused by the retirement of Viscount Wolverhampton and 
the death of Mr. Henry Attlee. The members to retire in rotation are : 
Mr. Beale, Mr. Garrett, Mr. Gillett, Sir John Gray Hill, Sir John 
Hollams, Mr. Humfrys, Mr. King, Mr. Milne, Mr. Turner, Mr. 
Winterbotham. Mr. Gillett, Sir John Gray Hill, Mr. King and Mr. 
Turner have intimated that they do not seek re-election. Viscount 
Wolverhampton’s retirement from the Council followed upon his ceasing 
in November last to renew his afhnual certificate to practise as a solicitor. 
In the letter in which he announced his retirement, Lord Wolverhamp- 
ton stated that he would always be ready to do anything in his power 
to promote the interests of the profession to which he had belonged for 
upwards of sixty years. The Council have deeply regretted the loss 
of the ——T co-operation of Lord Wolverhampton at their Board ; 
his valued and long-continued services to the profession (not the least 
of which was the acceptance of the presidency in 1901) have been 
appreciated and universally acknowledged by solicitors throughout the 
country, and his colleagues on the Council will not soon forget the 
sound judgment and wise counsel always freely placed at their service. 
The Council feel sure that the members of the society join with them 
in congratulating Lord Wolverhampton on his appointment as Lord 
President of the Privy Council. The news of the death of their 
esteemed colleague, Mr. Henry Attlee, was received by the Council 
with sincere regret. During his year of: office as President he had on 
one or two occasions been attacked with illness, but it was hoped that 
the rest following upon the conclusion of his very arduous duties as 
President would restore him to complete health. This hope was not, 
however, realised, and Mr. Attlee died on the 19th of November last. 
Mr. Attlee had been a member of the Council for upwards of fourteen 
years, and had devoted himself most assiduously to the service of the 
society. 

The Secretaryship of the Society.x—The Council have to record with 
the utmost regret the retirement, from considerations of health, of their 
secretary, Mr. Edward Walter Williamson, which took effect as from 
the 30th of April, 1909. Mr. Williamson’s connection with the Council 
dates from the year 1862, when he was appointed assistant secretary. 
He succeeded to the secretaryship in January of 1863, and had thus 
occupied the post for a period of upwards of forty-six years. On Mr. 
Williamson’s resignation the Council passed a resolution tendering to 
him their grateful thanks for his unique and valuable services to the 
profession, and in order to mark their high senge of appreciation of his 
services they also resolved that a pension be granted to Mr. Williamson 
for his life equal to the amount of his salary. The subject of Mr. 
Williamson’s resignation was brought to the attention of members at 
the special general meeting of the society in April last, when they 
approved the action of the council in the matter, and when the follow- 
ing resolution was passed unanimously :—‘‘ That this general meeting 
of members respectfully-tender to Mr. Williamson the assurance of their 
appreciation of and gratitude for’ the eminent services which he has 
rendered to the profession during his forty-six years of tenure of the 
office of secretary; of the universal esteem and regard in which he is 
held; and of their earnest wish for his complete recovery and enjoy- 
ment of many years of health and happiness.” Following upon the 
resignation of Mr. Williamson, the following appointments have been 
made :—To be secretary, Mr. S. P. B. Bucknill; to be assistant secre- 
tary, Mr. E. R. Cook. 
_ Council Elections.—At the annual general meeting of che society held 
in July, 1907, it was resolved (a) that the Charter of the society should 
be altered so as to provide that three members of the Council retiring 
at each annual meeting should be ineligible for re-election for one 
year, and (b) that with the view of promoting the election of desirable 
members of the society to fill metropolitan vacancies on the Council, a 
small committee should be appointed to confer with a committee of the 
Council on the subject. As regards the first of the above resolutions, a 
petition was duly presented to the Crown to effect the necessary 
amendment of the Charter. For the sake of convenience there was 
included in the petition a request that che disability of extraordinary 
members of the Council to be nominated for the offices of president and 
vice-president should be removed. There was also included a request 
that the Charter might be furcher amended so as to permit of all 
Persons who have been admitted on the Roll of Solicitors being nomi- 
nated for membership of the society. The Charter as at present 
framed provides that a solicitor must be practising or have practised 
to be eligible for membership, and it was considered that this 
restriction might properly be removed so as to make solicitors acting 
a8 Managing clerks, but who do not take out a certificate, eligible for 
membership. The petition having been duly presented, a communica- 
tion was some time afterwards receivéd from the Privy Council to 
the effect that they had been advised by the Law Officers that the 
last request ought not to be complied with, but that otherwise the 
petition could be granted. The Council felt a difficulty in appreciating 
the reasons for their lordships’ objection, and some time was occu- 
Pied in endeavouring to induce them to change their views. These 
efforts proved, however, of no avail, and ulcimately the Council had to 
accept the Charter with such amendments as the Privy Council had 
Catt upon, Owing to the delay which has ensued the Supplemental 

harter has not yet been published. The delay has not, however, been 





of material importance, as at the election in July, 1908, three retiring 
members of the Council did not seek re-election, and this year four 
retiring members have given notice to the same effect. As regards the 
choice of members to fill metropolitan vacancies on the Council, the 
Council have to record that the resolution of July, 1907, providing for 
@ joint selection committee was not acted upon at the special general 
meeting in January last, when the motion for the appointment of a 
committee was not carried. As regards country members of the Council, 
last year’s annual report referred to the fact that their nomination had 
since 1896 been regulated by a scheme formulated in that year by the 
associated provincial law societies, and that this scheme was then 
being revised. The revision has been completed and notified to the 
Council by the associated societies. 


Membership of the Society—The society has now 8,755 members, 
of whom 4,067: practise in town and 4,688 practise in the country. The 
number of members who joined the society during the past year is 424, 
as compared with 271 in the previous year. After allowing for deaths, 
resignations, and exclusions, the number of members shows an increase 
for the year of 144, and is the largest membership of the society since 
its foundation. 


EXAMINATION CoMMITTEE. 


The vacancy occasioned by the resignation of Mr. Bischoff in 
October, 1908, was filled by the appointment of Mr. Botterell. In 
December Mr. Taylor was appointed in the place of Mr. Godden, who 
had retired from the Council in the previous July, and on the 17th vf 
February, 1909, Mr. Paine was appointed to fill the vacancy caused by 
the resignation of Mr. Samson. The following table shows the results 
of the last four examinations, as compared with the four immediately 
preceding :— 


PRELIMINARY EXAMINATION. 





JULY. OCTOBER, FEBRUARY. 





No. of No, of No. of 
Candi- | Passed.| Candi- | Passed.| Candi-| Passed. 
dates. dates. dates. 








137 84 93 52 | 100 60 


131] 89 85 52 92 62 


























INTERMEDIATE EXAMINATION. 





JUNE. NOVEMBER. JANUARY. 





No. of No.of No. of 
Candi- .| Candi- | Passed.) Candi- 
dates. dates. dates. 





1907-1908 218 195 | 151 | 113 
1908-1909 195 223 | 156 84 


| 


























FINAL EXAMINATION, 





JUNE. NOVEMBER. JANUARY, 





No. of No. of 
Candi- » .| Candi- 
dates. | ~ . dates. 





325 107 | 213 
337 152 | 182 





























Honours EXAMINATION, 





JUNE. NOVEMBER. JANUARY. 





No. of No. of 


No, of 
Candi- Classed.| Candi- |Clatsed. 
dates. da tes. 





ime 
wrt Be: 89 | 30 
| 33 








87 78 | 16 
| 
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ACCOUNTS AND BOOK-KEEPING. 








JUNE. | NOVEMBER. JANUARY. MARCH, 


No. of No. of | No. of No. of 
Candi- | Passed.| Candi- | Passed.| Candi- Passed.} jo | Passed. 


dates. dates. | dates. | dates. } 


| 
| 
| 


1907-1908 35 30 2 10 8 | 22 
a4 | 23 | 39 | 














1908-1909 ; 2 13 | 27 


The numbers of successful candidates in 1908-9, as compared with the 
numbers in 1907-8, are as follows :—Preliminary, 260, as against 245; 
Intermediate, 444, as against 491; Final, 479, as against 541; Honours, 
93, as against 119 ; Accounts and Bookkeeping, 96, as against 125. 

The Society’s ‘Teaching System.—So far as the society’s own lectures 
and classes are concerned, the number of students attending during 
the session has been 277, of whom 206 have been oral and 71 corre- 
spondence students. Altogether, since the establishment of the new 
system in 1903, 904 students have thus come directly under the society’s 
influence. The entry of entirely new students during the session has 
been 108, but many who had previously been intermediate students 
have also joined this session with a view of preparing for the final 
examination. At the four qualifying examinations which have been 
held since the last annual report was prepared, 181 of the society’s 
students have been successful in passing—viz.. 109 in the final, 63 in 
the intermediate, and nine in accounts and bookkeeping only. Twenty- 
nine of the society’s students have obtained honours—viz., two in the 
first class, seventeen in the second, and ten in the third. Whilst the 
society’s system aims rather at qualifying a student for his professional 
duties than for passing his examinations, it is satisfactory to find that 
this aim is not found in practice to be incompatible with success in 
the examinations. As evidence of the increased earnestness in the 
study of law may be quoted the growth of the classes concerned 
specially with preparation for London degrees. In spite of the diffi- 
culties caused by recent changes in the University regulations (described 
in the last report) the degree classes continued to increase, whilst the 
quality of the work maintains its high standard. The societv’s 
efforts are not, however, confined to its own teaching system. For 
many years grants have been made by the Council to provincial law 
societies and other bodies concerned with legal education. This prac- 
tice was (as described in last year’s report) placed on a systematic 
footing in the year 1905, as the result of a conference held at the 
society’s hall, and has since continued to increase in extent and im- 
portance. For the session 1908-9 the Council has expended in grants 
for this object the sum of £2,413, whilst the number of students 
attending the centres subsidised by the Council had risen in the session 
1907-8 (the latest for which figures are available) to 438, being an 
increase of 51 on the figures of the previous session. 


(To be continued.) 


Provincial Meeting of the Law Society. 


The Council have accepted an invitation from the Newcastle-upon- 
Tyne Incorporated Law Society to hold the provincial meeting this year 
in Newcastle-uvon-Tyne. It will accordingly be held in that city on 
Tuesday and Wednesday, the 28th and 29th of September next, and 
the proceedings will, it is expected, be as follows :— 

Monday, the 27th of September.—Visitors will arrive in Newcastle- 
upon-Tyne. 

Tuesdav, the 28th of Septemher.—Members will meet in the Assembly 
Rooms, Westgate-road, at 10.30 a.m., when the Lord Mayor will take 
the chair, and having welcomed the members attending the meeting, 
will vacate the chair. The President of the Law Society will then 
deliver his address. This will be followed by the reading and discussion 
of papers contributed by members of the society. The meeting will 
adjourn from 1.30.to 2.30 for luncheon in the Assembly Rooms, and will 
close at 4.30. In the evening there will be the banauet, which will be 
held in the King’s Hall, at Armstrong College. Tickets will be 25s. 
each, and must be obtained from the honorary secretary of the New- 
castle Law Society. 42, Mosley Street, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, on or 
before the 10th of September. 

Wednesday. the 29th of September.*—The meeting will be resumed 
at 11 a.m., when the reading and discussion of papers will be continued. 
The meeting will adiourn from 1.30 to 2.30 for luncheon as on the 
previous day. and will close at 4.30. In the evening members will be 
invited by the Newcastle-upon-Tyne Incorporated Law, Societv to a 
<conversazione. >of which particulars will be contained in a detailed 
programme which will be issued. 

Thursday, the 39th of September.—The Newcastle Law Society have 
atranged two «alternative excursions :—(1) To the Roman wall hetween 
Chollerford (Cilurnum) and Housesteads (Borcovicus); (2) to Durham. 
where, after seeing the cathedral, library, and castle. the visitors will 
be entertained at luncheon by the Sunderland Law Society and other 
solicitors in the county of Durham. Arrangemerits are also being made 





* The Annual General Mestine of the Solicitors’ Benevolent Aesnciation will be held 


4 the Assembly Rooms, Westgate-road, on Wednesday, the 29th of September, at 
a.m. 





for members to visit: public buildings, works, and other places of interest 
in the neighbourhood. Arrangements will also be made for a limited 
number of gentlemen to play golf at some of the golf links in the 
neighbourhood. Each member will be entitled to take a lady to the 
above entertainments and excursions, except the dinner. Should yoy 
propose to attend the meeting, I shall be obliged if you will signify 
your intention, on or before the 4th day of August, to Mr. Robert 
Pybus, 42, Mosley-street, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, honorary secretary 
of the Reception Committee, stating whether you will be accompanied 
by a lady. The hon. secretary will then send you further particulars 
and information as to hotels. The Council will be glad to receive 
communications from members willing to read papers at the meeting, 
Should you contemplate favouring the Council with a paper, I am 
desired to ask you to let me know the subject of it on or before the 
4th day of August. The Council will then consider the subjects pro 
posed, and select such as they consider are the most suitable for dis. 
cussion at the meeting, and will intimate their opinion to members jn 
time to enable them to prepare their papers. Those members whose 
papers are not among those selected may, nevertheless, prepare and 
submit them, and they will be read and discussed should the time at 
the disposal of the meeting suffice. Subject to the control of the Pre. 
dent of the Law Society, each member attending the meeting will he 
at liberty to speak and vote upon any matter under discussion, but 
all resolutions expressive of the opinions of the meeting will be framed 
in the form of recommendations or requests to the Council to take the 
subjects of such resolutions into their consideration. 
8. P. B. Buckni1, Secretary. 


Society of Public Teachers of Law. 


This society, which, as notified in our columns at the time, was 
founded last December, held its first annual meeting on Thursday 
afternoon, the 4st of July, in the Council Room of the Law Society, 


-kindly lent for the occasion by the council of the latter body. 


The business meeting had been preceded, on the previous evening, 
by a dinner which was given by the president and council of the 
Law Society to welcome the newly-founded body. On that occasion, 
departing from long-established tradition, the President of the Law 
Society himself proposed, in a felicitous speech, prosperity to the new 
society; and was answered by Professor Goudy, the first president of 
the Society of Public Teachers of Law, who pointed out the change 
which had come in public opinion during recent years in the matter 
of legal teaching, and the results produced by the change. So rapid, 
indeed, had been the growth of educational facilities that there was 
now almost a danger of overlapping, and it was partly to prevent a 
possible waste of energy in the future that the new society, the member- 
ship of which already reached eighty, had been called into existence. Pro- 
fessor Goudy’s speech, which was cordially received, was followed by 
speeches from Lord Macnaghten (chairman of the Council of Legal 
Education), the Lord Chief Justice, the vice-president of the Law 
Society, and other representative persons, all of them extending 
welcome to the new society. 

The largely-attended meeting held on Thursday afternoon was first 
occupied by the hearing of an address from the president (Professor 
Goudy), who devoted his remarks chiefly to the history of legal teaching 
at Oxford, where, until half a century ago, two inadequately endowed 
chairs, sometimes occupied by non-resident professors, represented the 
provision made by the university in the subject. He traced the changes 
following upon the revort, of the Royal Commission of 1852, especially 
the reorganization of the Honours School of Jurisprudence and the course 
for the B.C.L. degree, the latter being greatly sought after by the new 
scholars brought to Oxford by Mr. Rhodes’ bequest. Professor Goudy 
also dwelt on the increase of staff both at the university and in the 
colleges, till now Oxford could boast of four professors, four readers, 
and numerous college lecturers and tutors, all specially devoted to the 
teaching of law. What had been done at Oxford was typical of what 
had been done elsewhere, and the future was full of hope. Professor 
Gondy’s address was most cordially received. 

The rest of the meeting was mainly concerned with the discussion 
of the draft rules of the society, presented by a special drafting com- 
mittee appointed by the constituent meeting held in December. After 
some slight amendments had been accepted, the constitution of the 
society as a whole was adopted unanimously, and referred for verbal 
completion to the drafting committee, with power to issue the rules, when 
completed, to the members. Under the constitution, every gentleman 
engaged in the teaching of law in England or Wales by virtue of 
appointment or recognition by any publicly constituted body will he 
entitled (subject to a power of exclusion) to become an ordinary member 
of the society, which is founded for the furtherance of the cause of 
legal education and of the work and interest* of public teachers of 
law. The society will be governed by a general committee, consisting 
of the officers of the society and of ordinary members elected by the 
various teaching institutions throughout the country. A small number 
of honorary members of the society may be nominated by the general 
committee from among those who have formerly been engaged in legal 
education and those who have conferred signal benefits on legal 
education ; but, after the first year, the number of such nominations ma¥ 
not exceed two in any one year. An important part of the society's 
work will be the maintenance of a register of members of the society 
seeking appointments, and the supplv (with the consent of the members 
concerned) of trustworthy information to public bodies contemplating 
the appointment of legal teachers. 
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Upon the acceptance of the rules, it became necessary to ap int a 
vice-president of the society, and Vice-Chancellor Hopkinson, hristie 
Professor of Law in the Victoria University of Manchester, was, on 


the proposal of Professor Clark, seconded by Dr. Blake Odgers, K.C., ! 
unanimously elected as the first occupant of the office. The elections of | 


Professor Goudy as president, Mr. H. D. Hazeltine as treasurer, and 
Mr. Edward Jenks as hon. secretary were confirmed and extended till 
the next annual meeting. 

A discussion on the legal education of articled clerks was postponed 
for lack of time; and the meeting concluded with a cordial vote of 
thanks to the council of the Law Society for the hospitality extended 


to the meeting. 








Law Students’ Journal. © 


The Law Society. 
STUDENTSHIPS, 1909. 


The Council, acting on the recommendation of the Legal Education 
Committee, has made the following award of studentships, subject to 
the conditions prescribed in the regulations :— 


SrUDENTSHIPS OF THE ANNUAL VALUE oF £50, TENABLE FOR THREE 
YEaRs. 
Crass A. 
(Candidates under 19, not yet articled.) 


1. Mr. ArnrHurR SAanpeRson Furniss.—Mr. Furniss was educated 
at Sheffield Royal Grammar School, and at King Edward VII.’s 
School, Sheffield. 

2. Mr. Puttre Matcorm Kerwoop.—Mr. Kerwood was educated at 
the Lickey Hills School, Rednal, Birmingham, and at Bromsgrove 


School. 
Cuass B. 


(Articled clerks having at least three years, or, being graduates, two 
years, to serve.) 
Mr. Arruur Turner Taytor, B.A.—Mr. Taylor was educated at 
Tonbridge School, and at Keble College, Oxford, and is articled with 
Mr. R. R. J. Turner, of London. 


STUDENTSHIP OF THE ANNUAL VALUE or £40, TENABLE FOR TWO YEARS. 
Crass C 
(Articled clerks having at least two years to serve.) 

Mr. Witt1am THarRiuwaty.—Mr. Thairlwall was educated at Upton 
House School, Hampstead, and at Sir Roger Cholmeley’s School, High- 
gate, and is articled with Mr. F. J. Thairlwall, of London. 

The additional studentship offered by the Council has been awarded to 

Mr. Epwarp Owen Sewett (a candidate in Class A). The 
studentship will be of the same value, and subject to the same 
conditions, as the studentships awarded to Mr. Furniss and Mr. 
Kerwood. Mr. Sewell was educated at Marlborough College. 


The Council has awarded honourable mention to 
“Mr. ALceRNon Harvey Crook (a candidate in Class C).—Mr. Crook 
was educated at Sutton Preparatory School, and at Cranleigh School, 
and is articled with Mr. H. W. Milnes, of London. 

PRizES FOR THE Session, 1908-9. 

The Council, acting upon the recommendation of the same Committee, 
has made the following awards of prizes in respect of the work done by 
the students attending the. Society’s lectures and classes during the 
session, 1908-9 :— 

Finat STupEnts. 

lst prize (books value five guineas).—Mr. E. A. Gopparp Jones 
(articled with Mr. C. Stork Holdsworth, of London). 

2nd prize (books value three guineas).—Mr. C. 8. Tuomas (formerly 
articled with Mr. Austen Whetham, of Bridport). 

3rd prize (books value two guineas).—Mr. C. H. Wootrycu (articled 
with Mr. W. 8. Cope, of London). 


INTERMEDIATE STUDENTS. 


lst prize (books value three guineas). 

2nd prize (books value two guineas). 

To be divided equally between 

Mr. Bernarp CHampness (articled with Messrs. Nordon & Drury, of 
London) and Mr. R. F. Marrincty (articled with Mr. F. R. Mattingly, 
of London). 

By Order of the Council, 
8. P. B. Bucknit, Secretary. 
2nd July, 1909. 


INTERMEDIATE EXAMINATION. 


The following candidates (whose names are in alphabetical order) were 
successful at the Intermediate Examination held on the 16th and 17th 


June, 1909 : 
pers! i Farrington, Sydney Vanner 
First Cass. Halsall, Robext y 
Archer, Fulbert Radcliffe Harrison, Charles Edward 
laker, Reginald Bromhead Llewellyn, Griffith 
Budd, Thomas Laurence Miskin, Frank 
Coulton, Aubrey Ewan Stevens, George Eric, 





. 


PASSED. 


Adams, Leslie Horace | 
*Armitage, Stephen Cecil 
*Ashcon, Henry Oswald 
Aste, Norman Henry 


Oxon.) 
*Baker, Josiah Ferdinand 
*Barter, Albert Sidney 
*Beal, Leonard Frank 


Beeby, William Sorby Mardon 


Bellord, Cuthbert 

Bennett, Donald 

Benson, Henry Laurence 

*Bishop, George Rendel 

*Bishop, Samuel 

Blackham, Walter James 
William Sproule, 


Borrie, Stanley 
Bowman, William Howard 


B.A. 


Branthwaite, Raymond Helton 


Brierley, Walter . 
*Bright, Frederick Gerald 
Britcliffe, Frank 

Brown, Philip Johnson 
Buckmascer, Charles Allen 
Bushell, Horace 
Champness, Bernard 
*Conway-Jones, Huw 
*Cooper, Geoffrey Herbert 
Cumberbirch, James 
Davies, Cecil Vincent Cleme 
Davison, Robert Pickering 
Dell, Wilfred Lawson 
Dickson, Edward Cyril 


nt 




































*Hughes, Joshua Walter 

Hunt, Edgar Walter 

Hunt, Jac 

Hunter, William Stuart 

Jackson, Walter Wilberforce 
ones, Thomas Daniel 


v4 P sn Alec Horsman, + jones, William Hugh 


King, Harold 

*Knight, Frederic Guy 

*Levett, John Upton Humphreys 

Lewis, Edward Milton 

Lodge, Leslie King 

Longbourne, William Louis Jen- 
nings 

Lowden, Robert Wedgwood 

Malleson, Miles John Palgrave, 
B.A. (Oxon.) 

*Martin, Frank Douglas 

*Mather, Noel Edward 

Mawson, John 

Mead, Christopher 

*Metcalfe, Cuthbert Percy 

*Middleton, Arthur Reginald 

Mitchell, Walter Irwin 

*Morgan, Arnold John 

Muckle, Mark 

*Nicholls, Dudley 

Nicholson, Robert: William 

Noon, Arthur Charles 

Nutter, Herbert Eccleston 

Oliver, Herbert 

*Owen, Allan Kingsley 

*Parkinson, Arthur Masheder 

atterson, Harry Whitby 

Penney, Cyril 

Pepper, Luther 

Phillips, Charles Keith, B.A. 


(Camb. 
Hugh Edward Lubbock, Pierce, John Basil 


Louis . 
*Edmoiidson, Harry 
Edwards, William Norman 
Ekins, Thomas Harold 
Elliott, Norman 
*Ellis, Wilfrid Wesley Lile 
Fletcher, John Douglas 
*Fyffe, John James 
*Gabell, Cyril Leicester 
*Gibson, ginald 
*Gilbanks, Edward Francis 
Gill, Ernest Woollaston 
Gisborne, Harry Paterson 
Glanville, Arthur Gordon 
*Goldspink, Robert Edward 
Gordon, Edward Ormond 
Green, Cecil John Tindell 
Gummer, Stanley 
Hailey, John Collison 
Heal, John Guy 


Helliwell, Henry Davenport 


Hobourn, Robert 


Holdsworth, Vavasour Mervyn 


*Horner, Ronald Fortescue 
*Horrocks, Alfred Heaton 





































Pilleau, Geoffrey Franklin 

Rash, John Cecil 

*Roberts, Stanley Boyd 

*Roberts, William Norman 

*Rothwell, Harry 

*Russell, Vincenc 

Samson, Felix Rumney, B.A. 
(Oxon.) 

Smith, David 

Smith, Herbert William Thomas 

Smith, Reginald Russell 

*Stileman, Frederic William 
Cheere, B.A. (Camb.) 

Stone, Arnold 

*Tacon, Thomas Henry 

Thomas, Trevor 

Turner, Frank 

*Verney, George Douglas 

Walker, Charles Vivian 

*Ward, Ernest Henry 

*Watts, Dudley Haldane 

Wells, Reginald Henry 

White, Noel Blanco 

White, Reginald Frankland 

White, Thomas John 

*Wilson, Joseph 


*Houlder, Wilson Alfred Lawrence *Wood, Reginald Townsend 


Houston, Bertram Beaman 
Hughes, Allan Gibson 










Wright, win George Chapman 
Yates, William Fletcher 


* These candidates have to satisfy the examiners in accounts and 
book-keeping before receiving a certificate. 


Number of candidates 









225 Passed  ... 137 


CANDIDATES FOR EXAMINATION IN ACCOUNTS AND BooK-KEEPING ONLY. 
Reape, George William, B.A. Heard, William Theodore, B.A. 
amb. 


Briggs, John James 

Brooks, Seville Wilson 

Cowley, John Norman, 
(Camb.) 

Dale, Donald Hale 

Davies, David Ewan Gibson 

Dodd, Charles Leonard 

Doherty, Leo 

Douglas, Henry Kenneth, 
(Camb. ) 

Evans, Evan Frederick 

Flaxington, William Maude 


B.A. 


LL.B. 


Foot, Pacton Bowyer Drummond- 


Hay 
Greaves, Alan, B.A. (Camb. 
Gundell, Edward Norman, 
(Leeds) 


ius. 































(Oxon.) 

Huxtable, Charles Hubert An- 
thony 

Jackson, Ivor, B.A., LL.B. 
(Camb), LL.B. (London) 

Jamieson, John Melvill 

Jones, Reuben Nelson 

King, Harry Trevor 

Lawrence, Charles Philip 

Mathews, Norman Hugh 

O'Connor, Denis Harrington 

Reader, George Edward Harold, 
B.A. (Oxon.) 

Robertson, Frank Hubert Lang- 
horne 

Seaward, George Scott 

Smyth, Oswald Fryer 
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Tuearsly-Tunbridge, § Alexander 
Richard 
Vint, Wilfrid George, B.A. 


(Oxon.) 
Number of candidates 


Wickham, Joseph  Bazalgette, 
B.A. (Oxon.) 

Wilson, _ Charles Christopher, 
B.A. (Oxon.) 
51 Passed ... 31 


By Order of the Council, 
s 


P. B. Bucxni11, Secretary. 


Law Society’s Hall, Chancery-lane, 2nd July, 1909. 





FINAL EXAMINATION. 


The following candidates (whose names are in alphabetical order) were 
successful at the Final Examination held on the 14th and 15th June, 


1909 :— 


Abbott, George Wyman. 

Aldrich, Horace Wilfrid 
Anderson, Arthur George 
Arnold, William Noél 

Ashby, John Francis, LL.M. 


(Liverpool) 
PY cone gy SORE Spencer 
Aukland, Dudley, LL.M. (Liver- 
pool) 
Baines, Gilbert 
Banks, Ernest Henry, B.A., LL.B. 
(Camb.) 
Barker, Arthur 
(Oxon.) 
Barnett, Bertram Leeds Thomas, 
M.A., M.B., B.C. (Camb.), 


Prescott, M.A. 


M.RB.C.S. (Eng.), L.R.C.P. 
Lond.), D.P.H., R.C.P.S. 
(Lond.) 


Bell, Sidney 

Bennett, Patrick 

Berry, John Anthony 

Beyfus, Harry Max 

Blyton, Henry Aubrey 

Bonney, James Patterson, M.A. 
(Durham), LL.B. (Liverpool) 

Booth, Norman Russell 

Bowden, Hubert Moxhay 

Bowen, Alfred John Hamilton, 
B.A. (Oxon.) 

Brede, Herbert George 

Brigden, John William 

Browett, Arnold Thackhall 

Brown, William 

Bruce, Thomas, Dundas Hope, 
B.A. (Oxon.) 

Bryant, Henry Norman Beecher 

Bryant, Sydney 

Burgin, Edward Leslie, LL.B. 
(Lond.) 

Buzzard, Harold Lindsey 

Cassavetti, Demetrius John, M.A. 
(Oxon.) 

Chant, Harold Vivian 

Church, Henry 

Clark, Albert Nettleton 

= Wilfrid, LL.B. (Liver- 


poo 

Clowes, Hugh Murchison, B.A. 
Oxon.) 

Coburn, Charles, B.A., B.C.L. 
(Oxon. ) 

Collins, Harold Joseph 

Cottrell, George Swinfen 

Cox, Leonard Charles 

Crouch, Lionel William 

Crutchfield, Henry 

Currie, Percival Tom 

Dann, Alfred Charles 

Davies, George Herbert Oakley 

Davies, William 

Davis, John Harvard 

Dawson, Leonard 

Dickinson, Courtenay 

Dighton, Francis Harris Lavi- 
count 

Dinn, Hugh Kennett, B.A., LL.B. 
(Camb.) 

Dobson, Thomas King 

Dodd, Wilfrid Thomas 

Dowson, Sydney Houghton, B.A. 
(Oxon.) 

Duff, Alexander Gordon, B.A. 
(Camb.) 

Earley, Francis Henry 

Edmonds, Arthur John 

English, Richard Cornforth 

Estens, James 


Evans, Emrys 
(Oxon.) 
Evans, Gwilym Albert 
Eyre, Charles 
Fearnside, George Alan 


Hunter, B.A. 


Firth, Thomas Hubert, B.A., 
LL.B. (Camb.) 
Flinn, Oswald Sterndale, B.A., 


LL.B. (Camb.) 


Foord, George Howard, B.A. 
(Camb. ) 
Forsyth, Samuel Sanford, B.A. 
(Oxon.) 


Fraser, Gordon 

Gardam, Maurice George Hart 

Gibson, Stanley Vere 

Gilks, Humphrey Livingston 

Glover, Francis 

Goldberg, Joseph 

Gollancz, Ernest Marcus 

Gosling, Vincent Samuel 

Gocelee, Gordon Leslie, B.A. 
(Oxon.) 

Graburn, Godfrey Newall, B.A. 
(Camb.) 

Gray, Donald Christopher, B.A. 
(Oxon. ) 

Grimwade, Edward Norman 

Gunter, John George 

Gutteridge, Albert Norman 

Haddon, Henry Vernon, M.A. 
(Oxon. ) 

Harland, Richard 

Harvey, Edward Dalton 

Havers, Charles Somerset 

Haworth, Henry Robinson 

Hempson, Oswald Arthur 

Herd, Horace Falkland 

Hill, Charles Victor 

Hodding, Cuthbert Francis 

Holland, Herbert Douglas 

Holloway, Leonard Cloudesley 

Holt, Guy Marriner Whittell 

Homer, Lionel Victor Cyril, B.A. 
(Camb.) 

Horner, John Gerard 

Hough, William Edward 

Howdle, Wilfrid Bernard 

Howson, Thomas Aspden 

Hulme, George 

Hutchence, William Gordon, B.A., 
LL.B. (Camb.) 

Jackman, James Alfred Bernard 

Jackson, Edward Challoner. 

Jeff, Ernest 

Jeffries, Harold John Fochering- 
ham, B.A. (Oxon.) 

Johnson, Harold Cecil John, B.A. 
(Camb.) 

Johnson, Sidney Midlane 

Jones, John Emrys 

Jones, William Edward Glyn 

Kearney, Robert John ; 

Kevill, John Bertram 

Kidd, Francis Henry 

Kingsbury, Richard Robert 

Knight, Wilfrid Sutherland 

Knowles, Charles Edgar 

Knoyle, William Martin 

Kuit, Bernard 

Levey, Reginald Percy 

Lewis, Thomas John 

Lithgow, Samuel 

Locke, George Sydney 

Lott, Reginald Makepeace, LL.B. 
(Liverpool) 

Lowis, Owen Richards 

McEvoy, Laurence Joseph 


MéKenzie, Harold Edgar 

MacLauchlan, Alan Stewart 

Mansfield, Herbert Charles 

Margary, Aubyn Jack 

Marsh, Robert Barkley 

Mason, William Joseph 

May, Valentine Delabere, B.A. 
(Camb 


-) 

Milligan, Cecil Cooper 

Mills, Edward Victor 

Milne, Thomas Baxter, LL.B. 
(Liverpool) 

Moore, Stanley Spencer 

Moses, Samuel 

Musgrave, John Edward 

Myers, William Ewart 

Nocley, George Marwood 

O’Malley, Herbert, Michial 

Orme, Robert Henry 

Owen, Ernest Haddon 

Owen, Rowland Herbert 

Passby, William Haymen 

Pell, Albert Edward 

Perkins, Daniel 

Perkins, Hubert Barry, B.A. 
(Oxon.) 

Phillips, William Mallam, B.A., 
LL.B. (Camb.) 

Price, James Arthur Gilbert 

Prior, Basil. Cyprian, B.A., 
LL.B. (Camb.) 

Pugh, Maurice Henry 

Pulleyn, James 

Rainer, Percy Allanson 


July '10, 1909, 


Shapcott, Henry 
Sherwin, Thomas Miles 
Smith, Charles William, LL.B; 


(Lond.) 

Smith, Gerald Howard, B.A, 
(Camb.) 

Smith, Norman, Douglas 

Southern,. Norman, B.A., LL.B. 
(Camb.) 

Stanton, Frederick Charles 

Stevens, James Reginald, B.A; 
(Oxon. ) 

Stevenson, Edmund 

Stokes, Arthur Meredith, LL.B. 


(Lond. 
Stokoe, Albert 
Sugden, Arthur 
Tallents, Hugh, B.A. (Oxon.) 
Taylor, George Harry 
Thompson, Harold Sigston, B.A., 
LL.B, (Camb.) 
Tomlison, Charles Henry 
Tree, Warren Francis 
Tucker, Alfred 
Turkington, Charles Henry 
Twigg, Douglas Sargenson 
Vade-Walpole, Horatio Spencer, 
B.A. (Oxon.) 
Vanderpump, Frank Louis 
Vaughan, John Frederick 
Waddell-Dudley, Gerald Piers 
Wakerley, William Edmund 
Walker Edward Louis Haviland 
Wallace, John Pitcairn 


Rawcliffe, James Samuel Richard Warmingion, Louis Crispin 


Doke 

Rawle, Thomas Frederick, B.A. 
(Oxon.) 

Rawlinson, David 

Raywood, Wilfrid 

Richards, Ernest James 

Richardson, William Ewen 

Roberts, Edward 

Roberts, Ernest Woolley 

Roberts, Thomas Haines 

Robson, Frederick William 

Robson, William Newby, B.A. 
LL.B. (Camb.), LL.B. (Man.), 
LL.B. (Leeds) 

Rogers, Edward Ambrose Gordon 

Roper, John 

Rose, Lionel Richard 

Saw, Reginald Geoffrey Wykeham 


Webster, Arthur Anderton 
Welfare, Ernest John 
Whately, Ellis George, M.A. 


(Oxon.) 
Cyril John, BA 


Wheatcroft, 
(Oxon.) 

White, David Reginald 

Whitehead, Arthur 

Whitworth, Robert Henry, B.A. 
(Oxon.) 

Williams, Philip 

Williams, William Emerson 

Williams, William James 

Wills, Alban Noel 

Wilmot, Robert Coningsby 

Wiltshire, Vere Payton 

Winder, William Henry 

Wilfe, Lionel 





Scholefield, Frank 
Scott, Geffrey Lacy 
Scott, Inver Lyle 
Number of candidates  ... 278 Passed ... 214 
By Order of the Council, 
S. P. B. Bucknitn, Secretary. 
Law Society’s Hall, Chancery-lane, 2nd July, 1909. 


Wood, Ralph 
Woodgate, Giles Musgrave Gordon 








Provincial Law Societies on the 


Finance Bill. 


The following resolutions have been passed by the committee of the 
Birmingham Law Society :— 

Resolved, that in the opinion of this committee— 

1. The expense of valuation and constant revaluation of Jand will 
take out of the pockets of landowners a sum out of proportion to the 
amount of the proposed taxes. ; 

2. The uncertainty of the amount of the tax to be paid on any given 
occasion and the eer involved in assessing it will greatly hinder that 
quick and easy transfer of land hitherto considered an object of great 
importance to the community. 

5. The refusal to allow as of right an appeal to the courts of the 
country on questions of the proper construction of the Act and other 
wise is unconstitutional and amounts to a denial of justicé. 

4. The proposed extraordinary taxation of land is unjust, because (a) 
it is to be levied whether there is income avail&%ble to meet it or not; 
(b) it penalises the owners of a particular class of property. 

That copies of the foregoing resolutions be sent to the Prime 
Minister, the Lord Chancellor, the Chancellor of ‘the Exchequer, the 
Marquis of Lansdowne, the Right Hon A. J. Balfour, M.P., the Law 
Society, and the local press. : 





At a meeting of the Sussex Law Society, held on Tuesday, the 29th 
day of June, 1909, at the Law Library, 69, Ship Street, Brighton, thé 
following resolutions were passed :—This society, which, in conjunction 
with other law societies, has been anxious to aid in simplifying, expe 
diting, and cheapening the transfer of land, and has welcomed measures 
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for such purposes, has corisidered fhe clauses of the Finance Bill 

relating to duties on land ‘values, arid, while not expressing any views 

the fiscal policy or the propriety of raising revenue by the taxation 
land. by the methods proposed in the Bill, is of opinion :— 

1. That the mode in which it is proposed the duties should be assessed 
and collected will hamper, delay, and render more expensive the sale 
and purchase of land and buildings and the transfer thereof, and this 
meeting is therefore of opinion that if such duties should be imposed 
it is most essential that some simpler and more expeditious form of 
collecting them should be provided. 

2. That it is inexpedient to double the stamp duty on conveyances 
and leases as likely to have a depressing effect on dealings with real 
estate, and particularly to discourage persons of limited means from 
becoming owners of houses and small parcels of land. 

3, That copies of these resolutions be sent to the Lord Chancellor, 
the Prime Minister, the Chancellor of the Exchequer, the mémbers of 
Parliament for the various divisions and boroughs in the county of 
Sussex, and the Law Society. 


At a specially corivened meeting of the Norfolk and Norwich Incor- 
porated Law Society. held on the 2nd inst., which was largely attended, 
‘ne following resolution was carried with only two dissentients :—‘“* That 
this society, having considered the report of the committee of the Law 
Society on the Finance Bill, 1909 (adopted by the Council, 28th June, 
1909), is opposed to Parts 1 and 5 of the Finance Bill, 1909, as being 
inimical to the proper development and transfer of land, and pledges 
itself to support the Law Society in any action it may take,by way 
of opposition to or to secure amendments of the Bill.” 

The Chester and North Wales Incorporated Law Society has 
addressed the following resolution to Mr. Alfred Mond, M.P. :—‘ That, 
in the opinion of this committee, the scheme of land taxation con- 
tained in Part I. of the Finance Bill is unjust and unworkable, being 
(1) an attempt under the guise of taxation to confiscate a particular 
class of property; (2) an offence against the hitherto recognised prin- 


ciple of finance that taxation should only be imposed where there | 


are receipts by way of income or otherwise to meet it; and (3) founded 
upon valuation which must necessarily be illusory and fallacious.” 


We have received, too late for publication this week, a very full and 
careful report by the committee of the Incorporated Law Society of 
Liverpool on the provisions of the Finance Bill, so’ far as they relate to 
real property. The report does not deal with the policy of the measure, 
but is directed to the defects in the machinery to be set up for the 
carrying out of the provisions of:the Bill, which, in the opinion of the 
committee, are calculated, by reason of the delays and expense involved, 
to seriously restrain dealings in real property. and to check the process 
of distribution of land among the people which it is understood to be 
the policy of the State to promote. , 








Legal News. 


Appointments. 


Mr. Wiit1Am Cospert, of Manchester, solicitor, has received the 


honour of Knighthood. He was admitted in 1868. 


Mr. Georce Harry Buarr Kenrick, LL.D., barrister-ai-law, has 
en appointed Advocate-General, ‘Bengal, in succession to Mr. 8. P. 
inha. 


Mr. ANDREW Martin FAtRparrn, solicitor, of Dudley, has be 
A f “ . aN 9 , : ’ en 
qeeweied aes Meceiven for the Bankruptcy Districts of the County 
s of Dudley, Kidderminster, and i i i 
- ng day Fg ye 5 _— r, and Stourbridge, in succession to 


Mr. J. D. Laneron, solicitor, of Pa buildi 
, solicitor, per-buildings, Temple, and Mr. 
W. J. B. Tiprerts, solicitor, Maiden-lane, Ceammneineed have Soon 
appointed Under Sheriffs of the City of London. 


Changes in Partnerships. 
Admission. 


Mr. J. P. Warp, solicitor, has been admitted into 
J.P. 8 » he Mg the firm of Messrs. 
Toulmin, Ward & Co., of Central-buildings, North John-street Liver 
pool, solicitors. ; 


Dissolutions. 


Wittiam Grorce Witpe, Horace Wiii1am SrirF and Wa 
M 3 LTER JO 
rap SLARKE, solicitors and Parliamentary agents (Burchell, Wilde 
a ., 36, Victoria-street, London, 24th June. So far as regards 
bo be Horace William Stiff; such business will be carried on in 
rn uture by the said William George Wilde and Walter John Edwin 
Slarke, under the style of Burchell, Wilde, & Co. 

Grornce Recinatp Grant and Henry Butcraic, solicito : 
Bulcraig, & Co.), 336, Strand, London. 31st December, 1906" inenae 
me“ GRanT, Henry Butcraic, and Cuartes Avueustus Davis 

tors (Grant, Bulcraig & Co.), 336, Strand, London. 30th June.” 


James. Carrer Harrison and Ernes i 
i : 8 Nest Henry Davies, solici 
(Harrison & Davies), 13, Great James-street, Bedford-row, peng 





30th June. The said James Carter Harrison and Ernest Henry Davies 
will continue to carry on their practice, on their own account, at 13, 
Great James-street, aforesaid. ; [Gazette, July 2. 


General. 


Mr. John B. Clegg, of 2, Mitre-court, Temple, solicitor, was drowned 
on Sunday while Pathing in the Thames at Molesey Lock. He had 
been staying with friends at East Molesey, and at about six o'clock he 
went with a companion to bathe. They entered the water just below 
Molesey Lock, and Mr. Clegg at once swam towards the weir, near 
which the falling water forms a kind of whirlpool. In this he showed 
signs of distress, and before his companion, who swam quickly to his 
help, could reach him, he sank and was not seen again. 


In the House of Commons, last week, in moving the Second Reading 
of the Yorkshire Registries Amendment Bill, Lord Nunburnholme ex- 
plained that under former Acts of Parliament it was necessary for the 
county councils of the three ridings of Yorkshire to appoint registrars 
who were solicitors or had been sub-registrars. The registrar was not 
allowed to undertake any other business except that of the registry: 
The East Riding County Council, however, considered that they could 
get the work efficiently done by their clerk for an extra payment of 
£100 a year, and so effect a large saving. They sought Parliamentary 
sanction to such an arrangement, and the councils of the three ridings 
were practically unanimous in wishing the Bill to pass. Lord Herschell 
stated that the Local Government Board saw no reason for opposing 
the measure. The Bill was read a second time. 


On Tuesday last, in Commitiee on the Finance Bill, on Clause 2, Mr. 
Pretyman moved that site value shall be subject to ‘‘ the deduction of 
any part of the value fairly ’’ attributable to the value of the buildings, 
&c., instead of to ‘‘ such deduction (if any) as the Commissioners allow 
in each case in respect of any part of the yalue which is provéd to 
their satisfaction to be” attributable to the value of the buildings, &c. 
After much discussion, Mr. Lloyd George said he did not want to 
discuss the question of appeal at that.stage, and he did not want to 
prejudice the question of appeal. The noble lord (Lord R. Cecil) 
seemed to think that if the words ‘to their satisfaction ’’ were left in 
they would have the effect of limiting the discretion of any Court of 
Appesl!. If the noble lord was of opinion that leaving in the words 
‘to their satisfaction’’ ‘would prejudice the very important question 
which would have to be decided with regard to appeal he was quite 
prepared to omit those words. That. would leave it open to the Com- 
mittee to consider afterwards the nature of the appeal and the tribunal. 
Upon that understanding the amendment was negatived. 


At a meeting of estate agents, mining engineers, and solicitors repre- 
senting the owners and others concerned with the bulk of the Yorkshire 
and Midlands coalfields, held at Sheffield on June 23, says the 7'imes, 
the Finance Bill was discussed.. The objections then raised against 
the Bill have been formulated in a printed memorandum, which deals 
chiefly with the provisions in prota to land and minerals, especially 
the latter, with which those present at the meeting are specially con- 
versant. It is pointed out that ‘the Bill is oppressive in that minerals 
will be subject, not only to the mineral rights duty of 1-480th of the 
capital value yearly, but also to increment duty of 20 per cent. on every 
sale, lease, and death, and to reversion duty of 10 per cent. on the 
value of the benefit accruing on the falling in of every lease.’’ The 
document goes on to say that the Bill is despotic ‘‘in not allowing an 
unrestricted right of appeal upon questions of fact and law, ‘ 
Englishmen respect the law because the Courts of Law are open to 
them, but this Bill sets up a tribunal modelled on the arbitrary 
examples of Tudor and Stuart times.” It is added that the penalties 
imposed are excessive. The operation and effect of the clauses relating 
to minerals are carefully gone into, and the conclusion of the memo- 
randum is that it is ‘‘ unjust, unreasonable, and undesirable ’’ that the 
Bill should become law. 


From early times, says a writer in the American Law Review, it has 
been held to be slander, actionable per se, to say of a white man that 
he is a Negro or kin to a Negro. This comes under the head of words 
disparaging to a person in his trade, business, office, or profession. 
The first case in point was in South Carolina in 1791. The courts said 
that, if the words were true, the party (the white person) would be 
deprived of all civil rights, and, moreover, would be liable to be tried 
in all cases, under the Negro Act, without the privilege of a trial b 
jury. ‘“‘ Any words, therefore, which tended to subject a citizen to ti 
disabilities, were actionable.’’ In 1818 it was held actionable to call a 
man’s wife a mulatto. But Ohio, the same year, held that it was not 
slander, actionable per se, to charge a white man with being kin to a 
Negro, inasmuch as it did not charge any crime or exclude one from 
society. The only explanation, apparently, of this conflict between the 
courts of South Carolina and Ohio is that in the latter State it was 
not considered as much an insult to impute Negro blood to a white 
man as in the former. In North Carolina, 1860, there is the surprising 
decision that it is not actionable per se to call a white man a free 
Negro, even though the white man is a minister of the gospel. But 
since 1865 the cases on the subject have not been in conflict. In 1888 
the Supreme Court of Louisiana said: “‘ Under the social habits, 
customs and prejudices prevailing in Louisiana, it cannot be disputed 
that charging a white man with being a Negro is calculated to inflict 
injury and damage. ._. - No one could make such a charge, know- 
ing it to be false, without understanding that its effect would be 
injurious and without inflicting injury.”’ 
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Mr. Philip Witham, of Gray’s-inn-square, writing to the Times on the 
Land Taxes, jocularly remarks that the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
has ‘ provided his own profession with a perfect gold mine, equivalent 
to any amount of ‘unearned increment or ungotten minerals.’’’ ‘‘ Did 
the Council of the Law Society,’’ he asks, ‘‘ duly weigh the additional 
work and profit which this Bill must throw into the hands of solicitors? 
In future, if this Budget happily passes, not a single owner of land or 
of houses—whether large holder or small holder, whether market 
gardener, gardener, leaseholder, copyholder, or mortgagee—will dare 
take a step without the help, not only of his lawyer, but his surveyor 
as well.’’ How can the unfortunate owner know the meaning of “site 
value,” ‘‘ total value,’’ ‘‘ original total value,”’ ‘‘ unearned increment,”’ 
and all the rest of the unintelligible jargon? 








Court Papers. 


Supreme Court of Judicature. 


Rota or ReGistrass 1x ATTENDANCE ON 





Date Emercenoy Appzat Court Mr. Justice Mr. Justice 
, Rota. No. 2, oYor. Swinren Eapy. 
Monday ...July 12 Mr Rloxam Mr Theed Mr Leach Mr Church 
Tnesday ......... 13 Farmer Bloxam Borrer Theed 
Wednesday ...... 14 Leach Farmer Beal Bloxam 
Thursday ......... 15 Borrer Leach Greswell Farmer 
i a Beal Borrer Goldschmidt Leach 
Greswell Beal Synge Borrer 
Date Mr. Justice Mr, Justice Mr, Justice Mr. Justice 
ate. Wanraineron. NEVILLE. Parker. Eves. 
Monday ...July 12 Mr Greswell Mr Farmer Mr Beal Mr Synge 
Tuesday ......... 13 Goldschmidt Leach Greswell Charch 
ae Synge Borrer Goldschmidt Theed 
Church Beal Synge Bloxam 
Theed Greswell Church Farmer 
Bloxam Goldschmidt Theed Leach 











Winding-up Notices. 
London Gazette.—Frivay, July 2. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
Loaitep 1n CHANoERyY. 

Bancock & Co, Lrp—Creditors are required, on or before Aug 7, to send their names 
and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to William Nicholeon, 
——— Cheapside, liquidator. Hubbard, Church ct, Old Jewry, solor for 

idator 

Basten ALvumimium Co, Ltp—Petn for winding up, presented July 1, directed to be 
heard July 13 Ward & Uo, King st, Cheapside, solors for petners. Notice of 
waits much reach the above named not later than six o'clock in the afternoon of 


H, F. Banwes & Co, Lrp—Creditors are required, on or before July 24, to send their 

names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Mre, t 
and Mr Frederick James Haraing. Pegge & Billinge, Booth st, Mosley st, 

Manchester, solors for liquidatora 

Horcuines’ Parests, Lrp—Creditors are required, on or before Aug 5, to send in 
their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to William 
ee mee Laurence Pountney hill, Cannon st. Allen & Co, Eastcheap, solora for 

iquidator 

Juuss Roxez, Lrp (rw Votumtrary Ligvipation)—Creditors are required, on or before 
July 19, to send their names and addreases to Frederick Seymour salaman, 1, Oxford 
ct, Cannon st, Benjamin & Cohen, College hill, solors to liquidator 

Morsa Fruit Growine Co, Lrp—Petn for winding up preseated June 25, directed to 
be beard at the Uourt House, Church st, Brighton, July 16. Béchervaise, Ports- 
mouth, solor for the petners. Notice of appearing must reach the above-named 
not later than six o’clock in the afternoon of July 15 

Rex Exkcraic asp Genera Surriizs, Lap (ix Votunrary Liquipatiox)—Creditors 
are required, on or before July 31, to send their names ans ad and the 
particuiars of their debts or claims, to William McIntosh Whyte, 8, Mansion House 
— 11, Queen Victoria st. Osborn & Osborn, Coleman st, solors for the 

quidator 

Sao Berto Goin Estates, Lrp—Creditor are required, on or before Aug 3, to send 
m their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts and claims, to 
Handel Wells, 9, Queen st pl, liquidator 

W. H. Epwarpes & Co (Lonpor) (1s Liquipation)—Creditors are required, on or 
before Aug 3, to send their names and addrerses, and the particulars of their debts 
or claims, to W. Harris, 334, 8t James rd, Old Kent rd, liquidator 


London Gazette.—Tuxspay, July 6. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES, 
Liwitep rn Cnancrry. 


Cotowsat Crus (Liverroot) (Lrp)—Creditors are requested, on or before July 3, 
to send their names and addresses. and the particulars of their debts or Claims, ty 
Harold Sadler, 31, North John st, Liverpool 

Davip Witson & Co, Lra—Creditors are required, on or before Aug 6, to send their 
names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Robert Hugh 
— 26, North John st, Liverpool. Harrison & Burton, Liverpool, solors for the 
iquidator \ 

Dusnases Motors, Lrp—Creditors are required forthwith to send their names ang 
addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Ernest I, Watson, 3, 
Prince of Wales rd, Norwich, liquidator 

Fuet Savina anp Warse Treating Co, Lrp (rm Votunrrary Lrgurpatios)— 
Creditors are required, on or before July 19, to send their names and s8es, and 
the particulars of their debts or claims, to Henry Roberts, Bank Quay Soap Works 
Warringt-n. Roberts, Warrington, solor for the liquidator - 

Gormty’s, Lrp—Creditors are required, on or before Aug. 16, to send their names ang 
addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Frederick Thomas Park, 
Deyes, 5, Cook st, Liverpool. Collins & Co, Liverpool, solors for the liquidator 

Parrs Fitms, Lrp—Oreditors are requested, on or before Aug 16,to send theirname 
and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Frederick H 
Thornton, 5, Cook st, Liverpool. Collios & Co, Liverpool, solors for the liquidator 

W.G. Betas, Ltp—Petn for winding up, presented Jane 24, directed to be heards 
the Court House, Government bldga, Victoria st, Liverpool, July 23, at 10, 
Evans & Co, Liverpool, solors for the petners Notice of appearing must reach the 
above-named not later than 6 o’clock in the afternoon of July 22 





Resolutions for Winding-up Voluntarily. 
London Gasette.—Fuipay, July 2. 


Varutey Brorasgrs, Lrp. 

W. H. Epwarpas & Co, «Lownoy), Lrp. 

W. H. Epwarpes & Co. (LiverpPoo.), Lrp, 

Percy, Lrp. 

Inrerteas Sywpicate, Lrp. 

Tsawer Press, Lrp. 

Jou Casseut & Co., Lrp. 

Rex Eveoreic anp GENERAL Svurrtiss, Lrp. 

Patma Sova Syspicare. Lrp. 

Davip Witson & Co, Lrp. 

Rowcarrt: & Co., Lr. 

Woop Putr Sropper Co, Lrp. 

Hvurosines Parents, Lrp. (Reconstruction). 
London Gazette.—Turspay, July 6. 

Mrrrretp Evernereine Co., Lp. 

Srwpesow’s Emporium, Ltp. 

Paris Fitms, Lp. 

Venezvuge.an Finance Synpicate, Lrp. 

Cc, E, H. Synproatz, Lrp. 

Jous Eustace Jamxson, Lrp. 

Bastasce Suprty Srorgs, Lrp. (Bristor). 

Cc. B. P. Syxpicare, Lrp. 

Forest Oax Svream Surprrna Co., Lrp, 

Srsxt Sywprcare, Lrp. 

P. E. D, Sxnpicarez, Lrp. 

Curistian & Paipps (1907), Lrp. 

Newoastue Restaveants, Lev. 

Dovetuas Heap Magiye Dative, Lro. 

Movuytarn & Grsson, Lrp. 


The Property Mart. 


Forthcoming Auction Sales. 


July 13,.—Mesers. Fr1ox & Son, at the Mart, at 2: Freehold and Leasshold Dwelling- 
houses (see advertisement, back page, this week). 
July 13.—Mesers. Furser, at the Mart, at 2: Freehold Ground-rents (see adver 
tisement, back page, this week). 
July 13.—Mersrs. Worsrotp & Harwarp, at the Mart, at 2: Freehold Building 
Estates (see advertisement, page iii, July 3). 
July 14.—Messrs. HumeBert & Fuint, at the Mart, at 2: Freehold Estate (see adver- 
tisement, back page, July 3), 

July 14.—Me+srs, Hamrrow & Sons, at the Mart: Freehold (see advertisement, 


v, Jane 12). 
Pefaly 14 and 16.—Meegrs, Huweznr & Fur, at the Mart, at 2: Freehold Retate and 
—_ — and Property and Freehold Investments (see advertisement, bact 
page, June 5). 
July 16.—Messrs. Rogers, Coarpman & Tuomas, at the Mart, at 2: Freehold and 











Leasehold Residences and Premises (see advertisement, page v, June 12). 








THE LICENSES INSURANCE CORPORATION AND GUARANTEE 


FUND. LIMITED. 


MO ORGATH STREAT, LONDON, 
ESTABLISHED in i880. 


EXCLUSIVE BUSINESS—LICENSED PROPERTY. 





SPECIALISTS IN ALL 





Upwards of 650 Appeals to Quarter sessions have been conducted under the 
direction ana supervision of the Corporation. 


LICENSING MATTERS. 





Suitable Insurance Clauses for inserting in Leages or Mortgages of Licensed Property, Settled by Counsel, will 
on application. 


1 





July 10, 1909. s 
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July 15. -Mesers. Bat Buenett, Son, & Bappe.ey, at the Mart: Freehold Shop 
d and Leasehold Ground-rents, and Building Sites, &c. (see adver- 


Properties, 
gent, back page, June 19 and Julv 3). 
i 15,—Mesers. H. E. 


hn Anatiry back 6, this week). 
Bun} amengone ansH & Parsons, at the Mart, at 2: 
back page, this week). 


a “eens Ex:is & Som, at the Mat, at 2: etd Licensed Property and 


Ground-rent (see advertisement, back page. 


this week). 


aivertisement, 
ey 19. —Mesers. 2 es & Son, at the Mart, at 2: Freehold Ground-rents and 


Pmperties (see advertisement, back page, Jun > 26 


July 20.—Messrs, Desennam, Tewson, Riomarpsow & Co, .» at the Mart, at 2: Free- 


hoid reer (see advert sement, psge isi, Jane 19). 


Bankruptcy Notices. 


London Gazette.—Tuxspay, June 29, 
ADJUDICATIONS, 


BakeR, GEORGR, Bitton, Gloucester, Farmer Bristol 
Pet June 24 Ord June 24 

BATEMAN, JAMES, Tunstall, Stafford, Carter Hanley Pet 
June 25 Ord June 25 

BRINKWORTH, THOMAS COLLIER, Upper Parkstone, Dor- 
set, Commission Agent Poole Pet June 25 Ord 
June 25 

CaFFYN, PETER, Anerley rd, Upper Norwood, Fiuiterer 
Croydon Pet June 24 Ord vune 25 

COBBLEDICK, FREDERICK JAMES, Kenwyn, 
Butcher Truro Pet June26 Ord June 26 

CURRIE, KOBEKT, Barnard rd, Clapham Juuction Wands- 
worth Pet June 25 Ord June 25 

ELLIS, CHARLES ALBERT, Healey, Batley, York, Leather 
_ \ eeeoounend Dewsbury Pet Sane 24 Ord 
une 24 

Ferris, ASTLEY, Chippenham, Wilts,Grocer Bath Pet 
June 26 Ord June 26 

FosT&R, EDWIN PRICE, Leeds, Boot Repairer Leeds Pet 
June 25 Ord June 25 

GUNNIS, GEORGE STUART ForBss, Great Winchester st 
High Court Pet May19 urd June 23 

HENDERSON, CECIL PRICHARD, Cromwell rd, Solicitor 
High Court Pet May 8 Ord June 23 

Hoprgk, CHARLES, Otley, York,Grocer Leeds Pet June 

rd June 5 

HORNER, GEORGE, Bramley, Leeds, Joiner Leeds Pet 
June3 Ord June 26 

HUBBARD, THOMAS, jun, Sharnford, Leicester, 
Leicester Pat June 24 Ord June 24 

JENKINSON, EDWARD OSWIN, Tonbridge, 
bridge Wells Pet June 25 Ord June 25 

JEWANJI, ARDESHIR, and PIROSHAW JEWANJI, Oxford st, 
Induan Art Dealers High Court Pet June 26 Ord 

JOHNSTON, JOHN LLoyD, Upholland, nr Wigan Wigan 
Pet May 20 Ord June 25 

JONES, JOHN EDWARD, Blundellsands Pet 
June 4 Ord June 25 

Lieut, JOHN, pareegnin, Builder Bradford Pet June 7 
Ord June 2 

MATHIE, lear Rous, Twickenham, Commercial Clerk 
brentford Pet Juve 18 Ord June 24 

MOTT, SAMUEL THORNELY, York mansion, Westminster, 
Engineer HighCourt Pet Mar 22 Ord June 24 

MOULDING, WILLIAM CHARLES, 1azonby, Cumberland, 

lmaster Carlisle Pet June 26 Ord June 26 

MOUNT, SAMUEL Prior, Sarfield rd, Balham, Cigar 
Dealer Wandsworth Pet June 24 ' Ord June 24 

PERRIN, WILLIAM FREDERICK, Nantwich, lronmonger 
Nantwich Pet June 9 Ord June 25 

PROSSER, WILLIAM HENRY, ‘Tonyrefail, —— Cycle 
Agent Pontyridd Pet June 24 Ord June 

RENSHAW, FRED, Brampton, Chesterfield, ia Ches- 
terfield Pet June 26 Ord June 26 

Soorr, JONATHAN Davy, Kennington Park rd, Tailor 
High Court Pet Mar3 Ord June 23 

SMITH, RICHARD WILLIAM, Cleethorpes, Seaman Great 

Grimsby Pet June 24 Ord June 24 


Corawall, 


Farmer 


Tailor Tun- 


Liverpool 


Fosrer & Crawrre.p, at the Mart, at 2: Reversions, Absolute 
Reversions, Life Interest, Policies of Assurance, Shares, &c. (see advertisement, back Ju 
). 


week 
Een Messrs. Gtastzr & Sons, at the Mart, at 2: Freehold Ground-rents (see 


. C. & 8, Surra, a; tne Mart, ut 2: " Copynold nate (se3 advertise- 
back peare, this week). 
= 16.— rs. —_ Danger & Co., at the Mart: Freehold Groand-ren's 


it, page 


Ware 


Leasehold Properties (see 


(see advertisement, page iii, this 


Ground-rente (see ad’ 














SuMMERs, THOMAS are, Shrewsbury, Fellmonger 
Shrewsbury Ord June 

TAYLOR, FREDERICK Warne, Swindon, Let g Fish Mer- 
chaut Swindon ket June 25 Ord Jun 

THoMas, JaMuS, Henry's More, Paaeodien, Licensed 
Victnelier Pembroke Dock Pet June 26 Ord June :6 

UMPLEBY, SAMUEL SAYER, Middlesbrough, Chemists’ 
Manager Middiesbrough Pet June 24 Ord June 24 

bg = BENVENISTI, St Peter's sq, Hammersmith, 

bacbonist High Court Pet May 12 Ord June 24 

watnen GEORGE, Battersea Park rd, Bakee Hign Court 
Ord June 10 Ord June 24 

WALKER, PERCY WILLIAM, Manchester, Blouse Mapu- 
facturer Manchester "Pet June9 Ord June 24 

WINTER, RALPH, Coventry, Tailor Coventry Pet June 
23 Ord June 23 

ADJUDICATION ANNULLED. 


WEST, GEORGE EV&LYN JOHN ANNESLEY, St Petersburg 
High Court Ajud May 3, 1906 Aonul June 10,1909 


London Gazette.—Frivay, July 2. 
RECELVING ORDERS. 


ALLEN, ALFrep,' Berkeley, = Confectioner Gloucester 
Pet June 30 Ord June 30 

Boocock, Joserpa Hargaison, Kingston upon Hull, Cycle 
Agent Kingston upon Hull Pet June 28 Ord June 
“8 

Browstow, Rosert James, Longsight, Manchester, Manu- 
facturer Manchester Pet Oc. 21 Ord June 30 

Cuarke, W1L804N, foie, Labourer Greenwich Pet 
Juneil Ord June 29 

CiayMay, iy Saaen, ae Grocsr Middlesbrough 
Pet 

“Fanpentor Witziam, Sonthampton, Printer 

et June 30 Ord Jane sv 

Seeker Henry on at and ArrTnur 
Cooper, Smethwick, Coal 


Bromwich 

Pet June 28 Ord J une 28 

Carers, Epwarp Futur, Haverstock Hill, Licensed 
Victualler High Court PetJune 26 Ord June 26 

Crowtaer, Wiiu1aM, Todmorden, Yorks, Clerk Burnley 
Pet June 29 Ord June 29 

Cutiwick, Grorce,*Fulham rd, Kensington, Chemist 
High Court Pet May 16 Ord June 29 

Savenn Epwiy, Hereford, Painter Hereford Pet June 28 
Ord June 28 

a Wigan, Fruiterer Wigan Pet June 28 

Frarey, Ropert. Catford, Auctioneer Greenwich Pet 
May 4 Ord June 29 

Freezer, F, Ravenstone, ea Baker Burton on Trent 
Pet June 14 Ord og - ol, 

Goopwin, Epwarp, ton, Liverpo Colliery Agent 
Birkenhead Pet June 14 Ord June 28 

Gorsarp, Heyry. Colville rd, Bayswater High Court 
Pet June29 Ord June 29 

Gairriras, Davip Corne.ivs, ep meg Hay Merchant 
Pontypridd une 29 


Pet June 29 Ord J 
Butcher Reading Pet 


Haratson, Rricnarp, Reading, 
June 29 Ord June 29 

Hawcey, Arrusus, Barnsley, Joiner Barnsley Pet June 
29 Ord June 


Cot.is, 
Southampton P 
Coorgr, Grorer, 








Heatey, Tuomas Epwarp, Leicester, Licensed Victualler 
Leicester Pet June28 Ord June 28 





The Oldest Insurance Office in the World. 





SU 








mace 
Copayd from Policy dated 178%, 


Law Courts Branch : 











40, 


FOUNDED 1710, 





Heap Orrice: 


| N 63, THREADNEEDLE ST., E.C, 


Insuraaces effected on the following risks :— 


FIRE DAMAGE. 


RESULTANT LOSS OF RENT AND PROFITS. 


Kj x EMPLOYERS’ LIABILITY and 
= WORKMEN’S COMPENSATION, 

including ACCIDENTS TO 

DOMESTIC SERVANTS. 


PERSONAL ACCIDENT, 
SICKNESS and DISEASE 
FIDELITY GUARANTEE, 
BORGLARY, 


CHANCERY LANE, W.C. 


A, W. COUSING, District Manager. 


—. —Mr. Feepgrtck Warmax, at the B 
h»ld Residential Properties (see 
21.—Mesers. Dovetas Youne & Co., at the 
Property (eee advertisement, page 
July 21.—Mesars. Eowin Fox & Bovusrreip, canal Mart, at 2: Freehold Grouni-rent 
Family Residence (see a ivertisement, back 
July 22.—Messra. Fareseorare, Extis & Co., at the Mart, at 2: Freehld Residences 
(see advertisemeat, back page, Jaly 3). 
July 28.—Messrs. Tortis & A me at the Mart, at 2: Leasehold Town Mansion 


—— 
Niowovan, Vaz, New 


Owen, 


Rooxes, ALFRED, 


FIRE OFFICE 


July 20,—Mesare. Eriis, Corr & Co, at the Mart, at 1: Freehold Building Land (see 
advertisemen' iii, this week). 


sauchamp Hotel, NOE, OB Free- 
see advertisement, page iii, this 
at 2: Leasehold Bhop and 
iii, this )e 


page, July 3). 


July 27. ~Messrs. Dutver, Jonas, & Co.,at the Mart, at 3: Freehold Ground-rents 
and Premis3s (s3e advertisemeat, page iii, "this week). 
July 27.—Messrs, Dasennau, Trwson, Ricuarvson, & Co., at the Mart, at 2: Freehold 
vertisement, bac aly 3). 


k page, this wees, and J 


July 23.—Masers, Hamrron & Sons, at the Mart: Business Premises (see adv-rtise- 
ment, page ii’., this ). 









Heexeru, a en fangs, On 
Merchant et an il June 


Hopeasox, why. oene te 
Bradford Pet 


Bradford, Boot Dealer 
June 28 Ord June 28 


Laxaron, Stzpusn Bexnertt, Staines r rd. Hounslow, Motor 


Engineer Brentford PetJune30 Ord June 30 


Lemon, Artoor Sraxiey, Lower troughton, Manchester, 


Process Engraver NewcastleoaTyne Pet June 7 Ord 
June 30 


ia. James Govan, Coal Merchant Coventry 


Pet 29 Ord June 29 


ssctheenen Gea ALLAN, 76. Pioner, Stockbroker 


High Court Pet Feb 26 Ord 
Grorce. Wolver 


onal Tobaccon ist 
olverhampton P. Pet June 28 
Lincoln’s 


Ord June 28 
aq, inn. Barrister at Law 
Pet June3 Ord Suse 9 


AVID, , Butcher Bangor Pet 


une 29 Ord June 29 


on, 2 N Monreay, — Stanhope st High Court Pet 


Ord June 


‘une 4 
Foauees J, a ~* Greenwich, Boot Dealer High Court Pet 


June 30 


Puppy, Apert Cuaaves, Brookhill Farm, Somerset 
Hosier 


Bristol Pet May 28 Ord June 25 


Ruopes, Joun Tuomas, Horwich End, hee. 
Derbyshire, Cab P Pet June 29 
Ro mig a ct, Hi et, Art tor 
Beet, Pauw, {Hanover anover st, Decora’ 

High Cours Pet Juae 30 Ord June 30 


Rooeem, Arraur James, Gomes, © a Wheelwright 


Pet June 29 


orwich 
Rosinson, Joun Evwarp, pnt Manchester Pet 


Ord June 28 
Cam 
Pet June30 Ord June 30 


June 14 
Fishmonger Cambridge 


ae Joun — S- Shards rd, Peckham High Court 


une lO O 


Srooxgs, Joux Wiuuram, South Lowestoft, Marine Store 
Dealer Great 


Yarmouth Pet June 2% Ord June 28 


Wapopinetox, Tuomas Kowarp, Great Grimsby, Confec- 


tioner Great Grimsby Pet June 28 Ord June 28 


Waitt, Tuomas, and Tomas Horace Wuire, Bristol, 
Fruiterers Bristol 


Pet June 28 Gul June 8 


FIRST MEE 


TINGS 
Bateman, Jamas, Tunstall, Canter Suiy 12 at3 Off Reo 
aes by 


Bust, Josern Ean 


L, Choriton on Medlock, Manchester, 
Plumber July to at 11 of Ree, Byrom st, Man- 


Westminster 


chester 
Crarxs, Witsox, Plumstead, Labourer July 12 at 12 
182, York rd, 


Crayman, Jacos, July 12 at 12 
Off Rec, Court chmbrs, Albert rd, Middlesb: 
Copauxvick,|FrepEsicn James, Keawyn, Cornwall, Butcher 


July 10 at 12 Off Rec, Old Miners’ — = ‘Traro 


Cotxis, Farpexick Wiis, Printer Rf 
la at 8 Off Ree, Midiand Baok spr rio 


Cripps, Sewanp Fuurer, 
July 12 at i _Bankrabiey =a Soe 
WICK, GEORGE, mist Taly 
D a iterer Sul 12 at 1.30 
AWBER, OM AS. igan, vy 
use, Crawford st. 






Goop, Witt, Warwick, Carpenter 
Tuly 13 at 11.80 O Buskin chmbrs, 191, Corporation st, 


Gornarp, Hewey, Colville road, - re, July 13 at 
Baa! bidge, 


230 kruptcy 
Boseemes, Wiuuiam, Southall, House Furnisher July 13 
at12 14, Bedford row 
Hastiz, Ropsrt Crowe, Liverpool, 
July 14at11 Off Rec, 35, ag st, frien 
Heacey, Taomas Epwasp, 

July mpe Off Ree, 1, Berrie ay Leloster 
eskeTa, WILLIAM, Woulston, nor 
Merchant July’ 1a at fi. * Off Ree, 

manne Land Tce, To iking Ttoasa — 


ARD 
Grocer ay l2Zatll Of 
Hopesor, James Ausert, Thackley, Bradford, Root 
Dealer aly 18, atl Of Reo, 12, Duke st, Bradford 
ee. —— un, Sharnford, , Farmer Jaly 
Ot eo, Berridge mn hale Leicester 
sank Joun m... near Liverpool July 
18atil Of Rec, | Reo, 85, Vietoria 
Kine, WirTox, Luton, Suly i at 11.32 Chamber 
bldgs, 29, King st, Luton 
Lewis, Oairr, en ag Se te July 10 at 11 Off 


bldgs, Swansea 
McCutocn, Stockbroker 


Gravel 
Baak 


Ropert Auian, Ardwelil, Pinner, 
July 12 at 12 Baokruptcy bldgs, Carey st 
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Saws, Sanan ap, Watford July 12at11 Bankruptcy 


Suyantocr, Grosce Freperick, Portswood, Southampton, 
Grocer 4 12 at 12.30 Off Rec, Midland Bank 
chmbrs, iia st. Southampton 

Smrrsoy, Epwarv, Neweastle on Tyne, Stationer July 10 
at 11 Off Rec, 80, Mosley rt; Newcastle on Tyne 

Stvcnare, Joux Samvr,. Peckham July 12 at 12 Bank 
ruptcy bldgs Carey st 

Surrn, Ricnarp Watts, Cleethorpes, Seaman July 10 
atll Off St. Mary's ao Great Grimsby 

Tayior, FReperick Wirziam, Swindon, Merchant 
July 12at11 Off Rec, 38, Regent’scir, Swindon 

Unpresy, Samurt Sayer, ‘Middlesbrough, Chemist’ Mana- 
ger July 12 at 11.80' Off Rec, Court chmbrs, Albert 

, Middlesbro 

Waker, Cuartes Hamitson, Margate, Photographer, 
July 10at 10.30 Off Rec, 68a, Castle st, Canterbury 

Wanxes, Percy Witiiam, Manchester, Blouse Manu- 
facturer July 10 at 10.30. Off Rec, Byrom st, Man- 
chester 

Wii, Fravyois Cuarres, Stretford, Boot Polish Manufac- 
turer July 22 at 3 Off Rec, Brrom st, Manchester 

Witson, Sypyey Sree.e, Whalley Range, Manchester, 
— July 10 at 11.80 Off Rec, Byrom st, Man- 

ester 

Wiwter, Racru, Coventry Tailor July 12 at 3 Off Rec, 
8 High st, Covent try 








Companies (Consolidation) Act, 1908. 


- ada? ere 


Every requisite under the above Act lied on th 
y supplied on the 


The BOOKS and FORMS kept in Stock for immediate use. 
SHare Ceatiricates, Desenturrs, &c., ved and 
printed. Orriciat Szaus designed and executed. 


Solicitors’ Account Books. 


RICHARD FLINT & CO., 
Stationers, Printers, Engravers, Registration Agents, &c. 


49, FLEET STREET, LONDON, E.C, (corner of 
Serjeante’ Inn). 


Annual and other Returns Stamped and Filed, 





lephone: 602 Holborn. 
EDE, SON AND. "RAVENSCROFT 


Founpep mm Tae Rerex or Wiuitu1am & Mary, 1689, 


ROBE COURT 


niees, SDB, ostrs 


To H.M. THE KING & H.M. THE QUEEN. 


SOLICITORS’ GOWNS. 
LBVEB SUITS IN CLOTH & VEBLVBT. 
Wigs for Registrars, Town Clerks, & Coroners. 
CORPORATION & UNIVERSITY GOWNS. 


93 & 94, CHANCERY LANE, LONDON. 


BUNTINGFORD RETREAT AND 
SANATORIUM. 
FOR CENTLEMEN SUFFERING FROM INEBRIETY OR 
ABUSE OF DRUCS. 
Privately or under the Inebriates Acts. 
Two Resident Physicians. 
Terms 1} to 3} Guineas. 3} mile from Station, G.E.R. 
Telephone : P.O. 8, Buntingford, Telegraphic Address: 
*‘*‘RESIDENT, BUNTINGFORD,” 


INEBRIETY. 


MELBOURNE HOUSE, 














LEICESTER. 
PRIVATE HOME FOR LADIES, 


Medical Attendant: ROBERT SEVESTRE, M.A. 
yo. Ce, Wo ot H..M. RILEY, Assoc. Soc, 


Thirty years’ Experience. Excellent 
Legal and Medical Reteren’=t, For terms and. particula: s 
apply Miss RILEY, or the Principal. 
Tetzerzaruic Appaess: “ MEDICAL, LEICESTER.” 


Treatment of INEBRIETY. 


DALRYMPLE HOUSE.|* 
RICKMANSWORTH, HERTS. 
under the Act and privately. 


to 
D. HOGG, M.B.C.8., &e., 





VISITING FINEST FJORDS, 


Famous Yachting Steamer 


13: 04%5 “ OPHIR” 
fi AND 
= s.s. “OTRANTO” 
12,000 tons. 


192 SUENFAS | From GRIMSBY— 


17th, 31st July ; and 
14th, 28th August. 


LUXURIOUS ACCOMMODATION 


and 


Upwards. 








Write for Free Illustrated Booklet to ORIENT STEAM 
NAVIGATION CuMPANY, 5, nergy Ayers, London, 
E.C., and 28, Cockspur Street, S.W Maragers— 
F. GREEN & CO,, pee ANDERSON, ANDERSON & CO. 


ST. JOHN’S HOSPITAL 
FOR DISEASES OF THE SKIN (Incorporated). 


LEICESTER SQUARE, W.C. 
and UXBRIDGE ROAD, W. 


President: THE EARL OF CHEST 
Treasurer: GUY ay Esq. 











Number of patients weekly, 800. 
Help in Legacies and Donations 
towards the Purchase of Freehold 
would be gratefully acknowledged. 


£7,500 required. 


intendent, GEO. A. ARNAUDIN. 








R 2. 
Secretary P 


Ventnor & Folkestone Homes, 


hese Homes have been established for 
RECRUITING THE HEALTH OF THE 
NDON CITY MISSIONARIES. 


WHAT PUTS A CITY MISSIONARY OUT 
OF REPAIR ? 


1. The Places he must spend his life in. 

2. The Scenes he must witness. 

8. The Air he has to breathe. 

4. The People he has to do with. 
WHAT IS THE REMEDY? 

A FORTNIGHT AT THE SEASIDE. 

£2 10s. will provide a FREE HOLIDAY for a 
Missionary for a Fortnight, 
£5 will secure a similar rest for Missionary and 


Wife. 

BANKERS: BARCLAY & CO., 
Contributions, hewever small, will be giadly iad 
by the Secretary— 

JAMES DUNN, 3, Bridewell Place, London, E.C. 
































Le BOOKS at GREAT REDUCTIONS! ! 


—All kinds of Law, Comment aot oles Books 
wage. Med LATEST EDITIONS. State wants. 
or - 


am Does at AS a yy Bent 
= approval, BOOKS BOUGHT.—W. & G. Forusz, 135, 
baring Crose-roed, W.C, 


RNOLD & CO.’S PARTNERSHIP LIST 

No. 131, JUST PUBLISHED; post free to Solici- 
tors or ‘Accountants from 60, Queen Victoria-street, 
London, E.C. Tel. Bank 5765. Established 1891. Part- 
nerships and Active Directorships required in sound and 
well-established businesses or ep opty London or 
Provinces, by applicants with from £ £20,000 avail- 
able for investment, 


UMMER VACATION | 








IN GERMANY. 


—An Oxford Graduate, Doctor of Laws of a German 
University, -at-Law, residing with his wife (a 
German laay) in @ university town in Germany, 


@ pre’ 

wishes to RECEIVE PUPILS during the summer 

— for the Diplomatic Service, Bar and other 
minations.—Write LL.D., care of Messrs, Gabbitas 

eT Thring, Sackville-street, W. 


O, 227-8, STRAND.—Suites of Offices 
in this new ’ building, occupying a first-class oon, 

oppemee Oo Se Courts ; bag offices will be 
suit tenants’ reasonable ers, rao, juirements. — To “ase: 
app ig A on Enea ih-serees, or owners, Srznczx, Santo, & Co, 
ens: 








O SEA ISLAND for the CURE of 
INEBRIETY. Ladies and Gentlemen, 

Boating, Billiards, Golf, Fishing, &c, Resident Phy 
Terms, 3 to 5 J yaaa tree,—F, N. Cxagginaton, 
Osea Island, Kase: 





Telephone: P.O. 16, Riommanswoara. 





. 





ond Class’ Patients at £2 in Island village. 


NORWAY “ricx(8 


July. 10, 1909. 


TIMSON & SONS, Auctioncers anj 


Surveyors. 
8, Moorgate-street, mak SC, mana 2, + ate 
(op “at Say tin t and aa 
PROPOSED Avon N DATES for teak da! 


Joly 15, Saas © Oct. 7, 14, 21, and 
Ang. 19 and 26 Nov, 4 11,1 1a, and 3 


SON & SONS also undertake SALES and 
by PRIVATE ying wal f Meme 5 for Probate andj 
eys tions o 
Za Ghana Boronia hea Santee 

and other Sales of Furniture, Collecting 


of rents for 
Sale, and of House ® ps, Offices To be Letan 
ston r by post for two slampa, The Bele tase 

a) or ‘or two e 
edium x for yn Seles iat 





es 


TO THE LEGAL PROFESSION. 
THE CONDUIT STREET AUCTION GALLERIES, 


M ESSRS. KNIGHT, FRANK, & RUTLEY 
undertake the SALE of Valuables for the Profession 
Solicitors having to realise clients’ property are invite 
to consult the above, whose three great ries are 
daily. There are no finer rooms or better market in 
for the disposal of FAMILY JEWELS, — uD SILt) 
NITURE, PICTURES, Engravings, Coins, 
edals, Lace, Furs, China China, Musical Far Eotthasheaen 
oe ——, ‘Guns, Curios, Wines, , and 
y held in private residences Trade Stocks 
per on ~ eae premises in town or country. wr 
settlemen’ 
AUATION 8 for Fire Joveneen. Kni ht, Fraak, 
ui 's signed Inventory an uation of ontents 
a house is a needful adjunct to all Clients’ Policies. au 
tions for Estate Duty, Division, &c. Sale and Letting 
Town and Country Properties. Funds always available Pa 
Satnee ag short notice. Rating Surveys for Assessment 
perty Surveys and Dilapidations, &,- 
The Conduit-street Auction Galleries, 9, Conduit-street, and 
23a, Maddox street, London. 


REEVES & TURNER, 
LAW BOOKSELLERS AND PUBLISHERS, 


A Large Stock of Second-hand Reports and 
Text-books always on Sale. 


Libraries Valued or Purchased. 











BRAND'S 
MEAT JUICE 
FOR INVALID8. 


Prepared from the Finest Meat only. 








in Flasks, price 2/6. 
SOLD BEVERYW HERA. 
BRAND & CO., Limited, MAYFAIR, W. 








Esta. 


1886. Wire: Evanoptis, London. 


W. EVANS 2. C0. 
287 REGENT STREET 
LONDON, W. 


(Few yards from 
a Circus), 


(77, CT. PORTLANDST, 


LONDON, W. 

b, (Adjoining Queen's Hall). 

> DRESS SUITS from 5 Gas, 
® LOUNCE SUITS «3 » 

f KNICKERBOCKERS ,, 1 


“*TRUTH” says: “ Ove 
latest discovery in tailoring 
is W. Evans & Co,, who ce 
actually jit.” 


Phone: 327 Mayfair. 























Our steadily increasing 
trade with members of 
Legal Profession for many 
years past is, we think, & 
Guarantee for the ¢ 
lence of our Fit 
Workmanship. , 


























for 1909 on Men’s D; Post Free. 








